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Manpower  Economic  Utilization  Indexes  By  Counties,  1970 

INTRODUCTION 


The  need  for  more  effective  utilization  of  the  Nation's  manpower  is 
well  recognized.  This  recognition  is  reflected  in  Congressional  action  to 
expand  the  Manpower  Development  Act,  the  President's  annual  statement  on 
Manpower  Development  to  the  Congress,  and  by  the  expressed  need  for  man- 
power information  by  plant  locators,  local  and  regional  planners,  develop- 
ment commissions,  and  research  institutions. 

Basic  information  reflecting  current  levels  of  manpower  utilization 
is  vital  to  policymakers,  planners,  and  program  administrators  concerned 
with  more  effective  manpower  use.  Comprehensive  data  reflecting  current 
labor  utilization  at  the  local  level  are  not  readily  available.  Indicators, 
such  as  median  income  or  the  unemployment  rate,  have  been  employed  as  the 
measure  of  manpower  utilization  in  a county  or  State.  Such  measures  may  be 
instructive.  But  they  fail  to  recognize  that  effective  labor  utilization 
is  determined  by  many  factors  including  the  number  and  kind  of  jobs  avail- 
able, age,  education,  and  other  characteristics  of  the  working  age  popula- 
tion. An  example  will  demonstrate  this  point.  Suppose  the  median  income 
of  all  working  age  males  in  county  X is  $500  below  working  age  males  in 
county  Y.  Without  other  information  about  the  population  group,  one  may 
conclude  that  labor  provided  by  males  in  county  X is  not  utilized  to  the 
same  extent  that  labor  of  males  is  utilized  in  county  Y.  However,  when  the 
median  incomes  of  the  respective  groups  are  adjusted  for  characteristics 
such  as  educational  attainment,  the  opposite  may  be  true.  That  is,  if  the 
working  age  males  in  county  X have  a lower  educational  level  than  working 
age  males  in  county  Y,  a comparison  adjusted  for  the  difference  in  the  educa- 
tional level  of  the  two  labor  force  groups  may  indicate  that  working  males 
in  county  X are  utilized  more  economically  than  working  age  males  in  county  Y. 

We  have  developed  an  index  reflecting  the  economic  utilization  of  labor 
for  each  county  in  the  Nation  at  one  point  in  time,  1970,  for  the  rural  and 
urban  populations,  by  sex  and  race.  1/  This  index  is  the  ratio  of  a group's 
actual  median  income  to  its  warranted  earning  capacity.  The  warranted  earn- 
ing capacity  is  an  expected  income  measure  for  a population  group  in  a county 
(given  the  characteristics  of  age,  education,  work  experience,  labor  force 
participation,  and  occupational  distribution  of  the  workers)  compared  with 
a national  level  population  group  with  the  same  characteristics. 

The  indexes  in  this  report  present  a general  description  of  the  utili- 
zation of  labor,  but  do  not  explain  it.  An  explanation  of  the  level  of 
utilization  for  a given  labor  force  would  need  to  consider  labor  market  vari- 
ations in  quantity  of  labor  employed  per  labor  force  participant,  productivity, 
value  of  final  product  produced  by  the  labor,  and  institutional  arrangements 
for  determining  income. 


1/  Similarily  derived  indexes  for  the  1960  labor  force  are  shown  in 
Ronald  E.  Kampe  and  William  A.  Lindamood,  Underemployment  Estimates  by 
County,  United  States,  1960,  U.S.  Dept,  of  Agri.,  Econ.  Res.  Serv. , 
AER-166 , Oct.  1969. 
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Tables  A through  H explain  procedures  used  to  compute  county  and  State 
index  numbers  shown  in  tables  1 through  8.  2/  Tables  9 through  13  contain 
county  and  State  data  on  employment,  industry,  and  occupation.  Table  14 
portrays  per  capita  incomes  and  table  15  shows  county  and  State  purchasing 
power  adjustment  indexes.  _3/ 


METHODOLOGY  4/ 

Indexes 

The  first  step  in  constructing  measures  of  labor  utilization  was  to 
adjust  U.S.  labor  force  median  incomes  with  individual  and  labor  market 
characteristics  for  State  and  county  labor  force  groups.  The  adjusted  medi- 
an income  for  each  designated  labor  force  group  was  compared  with  the  group's 
actual  median  income  to  determine  utilization.  The  first  six  lines  in 
table  A list  the  individual  and  labor  market  characteristics  considered,  and 
the  remaining  lines  illustrate  procedures  used  to  determine  the  utilization 
index. 

The  aims  of  the  methodology  used  to  construct  a multi-factor  index  for 
the  State  and  county  labor  force  groups  were  twofold:  (a)  to  derive  a meas- 
ure reflecting  combined  effects  of  the  labor  force  characteristics,  and  (b) 
to  show  variations  among  counties  and  population  groups  as  clearly  as 
possible.  Lines  1 through  7 in  table  A illustrate  the  method  used.  This 
method — the  product  method — was  selected  after  several  other  approaches, 
including  a regression  technique  and  an  arithmetic  mean  approach  were  eval- 
uated and  rejected. 

The  method  used  to  construct  the  individual  indexes  shown  in  lines  1 
through  6 of  table  A is  described  in  tables  B through  G.  The  individual 
indexes  were  combined  to  arrive  at  the  warranted  earning  capacity  index, 
shown  as  line  7 of  table  A.  This  index  value  represents  the  proportion  of 
national  median  income  that  a given  county  labor  force  group  would  be  ex- 
pected to  earn,  based  upon  its  characteristics  as  shown  in  lines  1 through  6. 

The  93.4  percent  shown  as  warranted  earning  capacity  (line  7,  table  A) 
reflects  the  difference  between  the  expected  median  income  for  the  example 
area's  white  male  labor  force  and  the  median  income  for  the  national  male 
labor  force.  The  median  income  for  the  local  labor  force  is  93.4  percent 
of  the  median  income  at  the  national  level.  This  income  difference  was 
based  on  the  difference  in  the  two  groups'  respective  distribution  by 
age,  education,  weeks  worked,  labor  force  status,  employment  status,  and 
occupational  status.  Within  each  of  these  distributions,  labor  force 
participants  in  the  two  groups  that  were  comparable  in  age,  education, 
weeks  worked,  labor  force  status,  employment  status,  and  occupation  were 
assumed  to  have  identical  incomes.  Thus,  the  warranted  earning  capacity 
index  for  white  males  in  the  example  area  (93.4)  is  less  than  100  because 

2 J Data  used  in  the  derivation  of  these  indexes  are  the  Fourth  Count  Tape 
of  the  1970  Census  of  Population,  Bur.  Census.  For  further  expalnation 
see  "Explanatory  Notes"  pages  xvii  and  xix. 

_3/  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  Three  Standards, 
of  Living  - For  An  Urban  Family  of  Four  Persons,  Spring  1967,  Bulletin 
No.  1570-5. 

4 / For  background  on  the  development  of  the  methodology  see  Robert  B.  Glasgow 
and  E.  L.  Baum,  "Considerations  for  Planning  Economic  Development  of  Rural 
Areas,"  J.  Farm  Econ.,  Vol  XLV,  No  5,  Dec.  1963,  pp . 1088-1090. 
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Table  A — All  white  males  in  labor  force  1970:  Illustration  of 
calculation  of  warranted  earning  capacity,  warranted  median 
income  and  index  of  economic  utilization 


Line 

No. 


Item  1 J 


Individual  indexes  influencing  earning  capacity: 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 


Age  (table  B) percent  98.5 

Educational  attainment  (table  C) percent  99.2 

Work  experience  (table  D) percent  102.8 

Employment  status  (table  E) percent  100.6 

Labor  force  status  (table  F) percent  100.6 

Occupational  structure  (table  G) percent  91.9 

Warranted  earning  capacity 

(Lines  Ix2x3x4x5x  6/100) percent  93.4 

Purchasing  power  of  warranted  earning  capacity. .. .percent  95.0 

"Real"  warranted  earning  capacity 

(Lines  7 x 8 x 100)  2/ percent  88.7 

U.S.  median  income  for  all  males dollars  6,444 

Warranted  median  income 

(Line  10  x Line  9)  2 J dollars  5,716 

Actual  median  income  2 J dollars  6,233 

Index  of  economic  utilization 

(Line  12  t Line  11  x 100)  2/ percent  109.0 


1/  The  percentage  values  in  this  table  must  be  converted  to  decimal 
form  before  the  calculations  are  made.  For  example,  the  index  value 
of  98.5  percent  for  age  must  be  converted  as  follows:  98.5  * 100  = .985. 
2/  See  table  1 for  the  State  and  county  indexes. 
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the  area  had  proportionately  fewer  white  males  in  the  higher  income  inter- 
vals of  the  six  characteristic  distributions  than  were  observed  for  all 
males  in  the  national  labor  force. 

Warranted  earning  capacity  (line  7)  was  then  adjusted  for  county  pur- 
chasing power  variations.  The  95  percent  shown  in  line  8 (purchasing  power 
of  warranted  earning  capacity)  is  an  estimate  of  the  relative  difference  in 
cost  for  a moderate  level  of  living  for  a family  of  four  between  the  area 
where  the  example  labor  force  resides  and  all  urban  areas  of  the  nation. 

The  warranted  earning  capacity  index  (93.4)  was  adjusted  to  reflect  this 
differential  in  cost-of-living.  The  result  of  this  adjustment  (line  7 x 
line  8)  is  shown  in  line  9 and  referred  to  as  "real"  warranted  earning 
capacity . 

The  next  step  in  the  procedure  is  to  convert  the  "real"  warranted 
earning  capacity  (line  9)  into  an  income  measure  so  that  the  indicated  in- 
come level  can  be  compared  with  actual  median  income.  The  result  is  shown 
in  line  11  as  the  warranted  median  income.  Line  11  is  simply  the  product 
of  line  9 ("real"  warranted  earning  capacity)  and  line  10  (U.S.  median  in- 
come for  all  males) . 

The  conversion  of  the  "real"  warranted  earning  capacity  index  (line  9) 
to  a measure  of  income  recognized  that  there  are  differences  in  income 
levels  between  the  total,  male,  and  female  labor  forces.  Thus,  the  value 
illustrated  as  line  10  involved  three  different  constants  in  the  calculation 
of  warranted  median  income  in  this  report:  a constant  for  the  national  total 
labor  force  when  the  conversion  was  for  a labor  group  representing  either 
total,  urban  total,  or  rural  total;  a constant  for  national  male  labor  force 
members  when  the  conversion  was  for  a labor  force  group  representing  males 
in  either  of  the  total,  urban,  or  rural  classifications  by  race;  and  a 
constant  for  national  female  labor  force  members  when  the  conversion  was 
for  a labor  force  group  representing  females  in  either  of  the  total,  urban, 
or  rural  classifications  by  race.  Therefore,  the  result  shown  in  line  11 
(warranted  median  income)  not  only  represents  a conversion  of  the  index  to 
an  income  measure,  but  represents  a level  of  income  that  recognizes  differ- 
entials among  total,  male,  and  female  labor  forces. 

To  calculate  line  13  (the  index  of  economic  utilization),  the  actual 
median  income  for  a designated  labor  force  group  (line  12)  was  divided  by 
warranted  median  income  (line  11) . The  actual  median  income  for  the  ex- 
ample labor  force  (white  males)  was  $6,233  (line  12).  Their  warranted 
median  income  compared  to  the  national  male  labor  force  was  $5,716  (line  11). 
The  result  was  109  percent  Cline  13) . This  means  that  the  actual  median 
income  for  white  males  in  the  example  labor  force  was  estimated  to  be 
9 percent  greater  than  their  expected  median  income  based  on  the  income  of 
all  males  in  the  national  labor  force  (when  the  distributional  differences 
by  the  six  individual  and  labor  market  characteristics  (lines  1-6)  and 
cost-of-living  differences  between  the  two  labor  force  groups  were  considered) . 
The  first  difference  suggests  greater  income  earning  capability  compared  to 
the  national  male  labor  force,  and  the  second  difference  adjusts  for  the 
relatively  lower  cost-of-living  in  the  example  area.  Consequently,  the  ex- 
ample labor  force  would  be  considered  as  being  economically  utilized  at  a 
higher  level  than  all  males  in  the  national  labor  force. 
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The  warranted  earning  capacity,  warranted  median  income,  actual  median 
income,  and  index  of  economic  utilization  for  counties  are  shown  in  table  1. 

Tables  B through  G contain  illustrations  of  procedures  used  to  derive 
the  individual  indexes  influencing  earning  capacity  as  shown  in  lines  1 
through  6 of  table  A.  The  procedure  described  below  specifically  refers  to 
table  B,  the  economic  index  of  age  distribution.  However,  the  computational 
procedures  also  apply  to  tables  C through  G.  5/ 

The  proportions  in  each  interval  of  the  age-group  distribution  shown  in 
table  B for  the  U.S.  male  labor  force  and  for  the  example  white  male  labor 
force  group  (columns  1 and  2)  were  cofubined  with  U.S.  median  incomes 
(column  3) . 6/  The  products  of  these  combinations  (columns  4 and  5)  were 
summed  over  the  age-group  intervals.  The  total  for  column  4 is  the  national 
male  labor  force  median  income.  The  total  for  column  5 is  the  example  area's 
white  male  labor  force  expected  median  income:  a median  income  based  on  the 
age  distribution  of  the  area's  white  male  labor  force  when  the  income  for 
each  of  the  age-groups  was  identical  to  incomes  for  comparable  age-groups  in 
the  national  male  labor  force. 


The  last  line  of  table  B illustrates  the  procedure  used  to  make  the 
comparison.  The  98.5  means  that  among  members  of  the  example  area's  white 
male  labor  force  there  were  proportionately  fewer  members  in  the  relatively 
higher  income  age-intervals  than  there  were  among  members  of  the  national 
male  labor  force.  This  index  is  combined  with  indexes  for  the  other  labor 
force  characteristics  to  derive  the  multi-factor  index  of  warranted  earning 
capacity,  line  7 in  table  A. 

The  distribution  intervals  for  educational  achievement,  weeks  worked, 
unemployment  rate,  labor  force  participation,  and  occupational  mix  are  shown 
in  tables  C through  G.  The  procedures  described  for  computing  the  age  dis- 
tribution index  were  repeated  for  these  variables. 


5/  The  procedures  also  apply  to  table  H which  shows  the  economic  index  of 
industry  employment.  This  index  was  not  used  in  the  calculation  of  the  in- 
dex of  economic  utilization  because  it  was  judged  that  the  index  of  industry 
employment  would  show  about  the  same  income  earning  capacity  as  the  index 
of  occupational  distribution.  It  was  judged  that  occupational  index  is  a 
more  sensitive  indicator  of  variation  in  a labor  force  group's  earning  capa- 
bility. However,  State  and  county  indexes  of  industry  employment  are  shown 
in  table  8. 

6/  The  U.S.  distributions  for  males  shown  in  tables  B through  H (columns  1 
and  3)  were  used  to  compute  indexes  for  State  and  county  labor  force  groups 
representing  males  in  either  the  total,  urban,  or  rural  classifications  by 
race.  U.S.  distributions  for  all  females  were  used  to  compute  indexes  for 
labor  force  groups  representing  females  in  either  the  total,  urban,  or  rural 
classifications  by  race.  And  U.S.  distributions  for  all  labor  force  members 
were  used  for  labor  force  groups  representing  either  total,  urban  total,  or 
rural  total. 
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Table  B — All  white  males  in  labor  force,  1970:  Illustration  of 
calculation  of  economic  index  of  age  distribution  1/ 


Distribution  of  persons 

Males , 

Column 

1 

Column 

2 

U.S. 

X 

X 

Age  Group 

Males , 

: White  males , 

median 

Column 

3 

Column 

3 

United 

: any  State 

income 

(4) 

(5) 

States 

: or  county 

(3) 

(1) 

i in 

16-19  years 

7.0 

Percent  - - - - 

7.8 

667 

- Dollars  - 

46.69 

52.03 

20-24  years 

12.2 

10.8 

3,763 

459.09 

406.40 

25-34  years 

22.2 

20.8 

7,974 

1,770.23 

1,658.59 

35-44  years 

20.7 

19.4 

9,045 

1,872.31 

1,754.73 

45-64  years 

33.8 

35.3 

8,001 

2,704.34 

2,824.35 

65  years  and  over 

4.1 

5.9 

2,828 

115.95 

166.85 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

. 

6,968.61 

6,862.95 

Economic  Index  of  Age  Distribution  = (total  column  5 t total  column  4 x 100) 
98.5. 


1 / See  table  2 for  the  State  and  county  indexes. 
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Table  C — All  white  males  in  labor  force,  1970:  Illustration  of 
calculation  of  economic  index  of  educational 
attainment  distribution  1/ 


Distribution  of  persons 
25  years  and  over 

Males , 
U.S. 
median 
income 
(3) 

Column  1 

X 

Column  2 

X 

Years  of  school 
completed  2/ 

Males , 
United 
States 
(1) 

White  males, 
any  State 
or  county 
(2) 

Column  3 

X 

100 

(4) 

Column  3 

X 

100 

(5) 

Less  than  8 years 

- - - Percent  - - - 

14.7  8.8 

3,429 

- Dollars  - 

504.06 

301.75 

8 years 

13.3 

20.6 

5,345 

710.88 

1,101.07 

9-11  years 

16.0 

14.7 

7,079 

1,132.64 

1,040.61 

12  years 

30.5 

35.7 

8,434 

2,572.37 

3,010.94 

13-15  years 

11.1 

9.3 

9,394 

1,042.73 

873.64 

16  years  and  over 

14.4 

10.9 

12,255 

1,764.72 

1,335.80 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

— 

7,727.40 

7,664.17 

Economic  Index  of  Educational  Attainment  Distributions  = (total  column  5 v 
total  column  4 x 100)  = 99.2. 


1 / See  table  3 for  the  State  and  county  indexes. 

2/  Each  category  represents  the  highest  grade  of  school  completed.  The 
number  of  people  in  each  category  represents  the  combination  of  (a)  persons 
who  reported  that  they  had  completed  the  grade,  (b)  those  who  had  attended 
the  next  higher  grade  but  had  not  finished  it,  and  (c)  those  still  attending 
the  next  higher  grade. 
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Table  D — All  white  males  in  labor  force,  1970:  Illustration  of 
calculation  of  economic  index  of 
weeks-worked  distribution  1/ 


Distribution  of  persons 
16  years  old  and  over 

Males , 
U.S. 
median 
income 
(3) 

Column  1 

X 

Column  2 

X 

Weeks  worked  2/ 

Males , 
United 

States 

(1) 

White  males, 
any  State 
or  county 
(2) 

Column  3 

X 

100 

(4) 

Column  3 

X 

100 

(5) 

- - - Percent  - - - 

- 

- Dollars  - 



50-52  weeks 

63.0 

65.1 

8,369 

5,272.47 

5,448.22 

40-49  weeks 

7.7 

8.6 

6,191 

476.71 

532.43 

27-39  weeks 

5.0 

5.0 

3,863 

193.15 

193.15 

14-26  weeks 

5.4 

5.0 

1,952 

105.41 

97.60 

13  weeks  or  less 

Did  not  work 

7.2 

6.4 

638 

45.94 

40.83 

in  1969 

11.7 

9.9 

2,199 

257.28 

217.70 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

— 

6,350.96 

6,529.93 

Economic  Index  of  Weeks-worked  Distributions  = (total  column  5 * total  column 
4 x 100)  = 102.8. 


1/  See  table  4 for  the  State  and  county  indexes. 

2/  The  data  pertain  to  the  number  of  weeks  during  1969  in  which  a person 
did  any  work  for  pay  or  profit  (including  paid  vacation  and  sick  leave)  or 
worked  without  pay  on  a family  farm  or  in  a family  business.  Weeks  of  active 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  are  also  included. 
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Table  E — All  white  males  in  labot  force,  1970:  Illustration  of 
calculation  of  economic  index  of  employment- 
unemployment  distribution  \J 


Employment 
Status  2/ 

Distribution  of  persons 
16  years  old  and  over 

Males , 
U.S. 
median 
income 
(3) 

Column  1 

X 

Column  3 

X 

100 

(4) 

Column  2 

X 

Column  3 

X 

100 

(5) 

Males , 
United  ' 
States  ' 

(i)  ; 

White  males, 
any  State 
or  county 
(2) 

- - - - Percent  - - - - 



- Dollars  - 



Employed 

96.1 

97.2 

7,659 

7,360.30 

7,444.55 

Unemployed 

3.9 

2.8 

3,823 

149.10 

107.04 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

— 

7,509.40 

7,551.59 

Economic  Index  of  Employment  - Unemployment  Distributions  = (total  column  5 r 
total  column  4 x 100)  = 100.6 


1/  See  table  5 for  the  State  and  county  index. 

2 J Employed  persons  comprise  all  civilians  16  years  old  and  over  who  were 
either  (a)  "at  work" — those  who  did  any  work  at  all  as  paid  employees  or  in 
their  own  business  or  profession,  or  on  their  own  farm,  or  who  worked  15  hours 
or  more  as  unpaid  workers  on  a family  farm  or  in  a family  business  or  (b)  were 
"with  a job  but  not  working" — those  who  did  not  work  during  the  reference  week 
but  had  jobs  or  businesses  from  which  they  were  temporarily  absent  due  to 
illness,  bad  weather,  industrial  dispute,  vacation,  or  other  personal  reasons. 
Excluded  from  the  employed  category  are  persons  whose  only  activity  consisted 
of  work  around  the  house  or  volunteer  work  for  religious,  charitable,  and 
similar  organizations. 

Persons  are  classified  as  unemployed  if  they  were  civilians  16  years  old 
and  over  and  (a)  were  neither  "at  work"  nor  "with  a job,  but  not  at  work" 
during  the  reference  week,  (b)  were  looking  for  work  during  the  past  4 weeks, 
and  (c)  were  available  to  accept  a job.  Also  included  as  unemployed  are  persons 
who  did  not  work  at  all  during  the  reference  week  and  were  waiting  to  be  called 
back  to  a job  from  which  they  had  been  laid  off. 


Table  F — All  white  males  in  labor  force,  1970:  Illustration  of 
calculation  of  economic  index  of  labor  force 
status  distribution  1/ 


Distribution  of  persons 
16  years  old  and  over 

Males , 
U.S. 
median 
income 
(3) 

Column  1 

X 

Column  2 

X 

Labor  force 
status  2/ 

Males , 
United 
States 
(1) 

White  males, 
any  State 
or  county 
(2) 

Column  3 

X 

100 

(4) 

Column  3 

X 

100 

(5) 

- - - - Percent  - - - - 

_ _ . _ _ 

- Dollars  - 



In  labor  force 

79.3 

80.0 

7,578 

6,009.35 

6,062.40 

Not  in  labor 
force 

20.7 

20.0 

1,830 

378.81 

366.00 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

— 

6,388.16 

6,428.40 

Economic  Index  of  Labor  Force  Status  Distributions  = (total  column  5 t total 
column  4 x 100)  = 100.6. 


1/  See  table  6 for  the  State  and  county  indexes. 

2/  The  labor  force  includes  all  persons  classified  in  the  civilian  labor 
force  plus  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  (persons  on  active  duty  with  the 
United  States  Army,  Air  Force,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard).  All 
persons  who  are  not  classified  as  members  of  the  labor  force  are  defined  as 
"not  in  the  labor  force." 
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Table  G — All  white  males  in  labor  force,  1970:  Illustration  of 
calculation  of  economic  index  of  occupational  distribution  1/ 
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Table  H — All  white  males  in  labor  force,  1970:  Illustration  of  calculation 
of  economic  index  of  industry  employment  distribution  1/ 
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Other  Manpower  Indicators 


Tables  9 through  14  show  indicators  computed  directly  from  1970  Census 
of  Population  data.  Tables  9 and  iO  show  employment  in  the  five  largest 
occupational  and  industry  groups,  respectively,  for  the  State  and  each  county 
Tables  11  through  14  show  unemployment  rates,  labor  force  participation  rates 
and  per  capita  income  by  designated  labor  force  groups.  These  were  derived 
in  the  usual  manner: 

Table  11: 

Unemployment  rate  = Number  unemployed 

Number  in  labor  force 


Table  12: 

Labor  force  participation  = Number  in  labor  force 

Population 


Table  13: 

Labor  force  participation  by  age  group 


Number  in  labor  force 
by  age  group 

Population  in 
age  group 


Table  14: 

Per  capita  income  = 


Aggregate  income  of  population 
14  years  old  and  over 


Population 


Table  15  presents  a 1969  purchasing  power  factor  for  each  county  and 
the  State. 


EXPLANATORY  NOTES 

Source  of  data. — The  data  in  this  report  are  from  the  1970  Census  of 
Population,  summarized  and  distributed  as  the  Fourth  Count  Summary  Tapes. 
This  source  was  used  since  it  was  the  only  one  containing  data  required  by 
the  numerical  analysis  used  in  the  development  of  the  labor  force  indicators 
presented  in  this  report. 

The  major  concepts  of  the  Census  data  used  in  this  report  are  presented 
below.  For  a more  complete  list  and  explanation,  see: 

Final  Report  PC(1)-C 
Appendices  A,  B,  and  C 
Census  of  Population:  1970 
U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census 

Urban  and  Rural  Residence — The  urban  population  comprises  all  persons 
living  in  urbanized  areas  and  in  places  of  2,500  inhabitants  or  more  outside 
urbanized  areas.  More  specifically,  the  urban  population  consists  of  all 
persons  living  in  (a)  places  of  2,500  inhabitants  or  more  incorporated  as 
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cities,  villages,  boroughs  (except  Alaska),  and  towns  (except  in  the  New 
England  States,  New  York,  and  Wisconsin),  but  excludes  those  persons  living 
in  the  rural  portions  of  extended  cities;  (b)  unincorporated  places  of  2,500 
inhabitants  or  more;  and  (c)  other  territory,  incorporated  or  unincorporated, 
included  in  urbanized  areas.  The  population  not  classified  as  urban  consti- 
tutes the  rural  population. 

Race — The  category  "white"  includes  persons  who  indicated  their  race 
as  white,  as  well  as  persons  who  did  not  classify  themselves  in  one  of  the 
specific  race  categories  on  the  questionnaire  but  entered  Mexican,  Puerto 
Rican,  or  a response  suggesting  Indo-European  stock.  The  category  "other" 
includes  persons  who  indicated  their  race  as  Negro  or  Black,  as  well  as 
persons  who  did  not  classify  themselves  in  one  of  the  specific  race  categor- 
ies on  the  questionnaire  but  who  had  such  enteries  as  Jamaican,  Trinidadian, 
West  Indian,  Haitian,  and  Ethiopian.  The  term  "other"  includes  persons  of 
all  races  other  than  white. 

Per  Capita  and  Median  Income — Per  capita  income  was  computed  for  all 
population  groups.  If  per  capita  income  for  a specific  group  seems  to  be  in 
question  check  the  same  county  and  population  group  in  table  1.  If  blanked 
( ) in  table  1,  the  specific  work  force  was  less  than  200  persons. 

Actual  median  income  was  derived  from  income  in  distribution  as  recorded 
on  the  Fourth  Count  Summary  Tapes,  1970  Census  of  Population,  for  persons  14 
years  old  and  over. 

Median  income  is  the  amount  which  divides  the  distribution  into  two  equal 
groups,  one  having  incomes  above  the  median  and  the  other  having  incomes  below 
the  median. 

Purchasing  Power  of  Labor  Force  Earning  Capacity — The  purchasing  power 
of  income  factor  is  a budget  concept  designed  to  distinquish  different  levels 
of  living  by  varying  the  cost  level  of  a urban  family  of  4 persons  (two  adults 
and  two  children)  for  a moderate  living  standard  by  city-size  and  geographic 
area.  The  area  comparative  cost  based  on  a moderate  living  standard  used  to 
make  individual  county  estimates  used  in  this  analysis  are  from  a report  by 
the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor.  7/  Since  total 
budget  costs  were  only  available  for  40  metropolitan  and  four  nonmetropolitan 
areas  of  the  United  States,  it  was  necessary  to  develop  criteria  for  assigning 
the  metropolitan  and  nonmetropolitan  total  budget  cost  to  the  respective 
counties.  The  following  criteria  were  used  to  determine  the  purchasing  power 
of  income  factor  for  counties: 

(1)  All  counties  within  a metropolitan  area  with  a reported  total 
budget  cost  were  assigned  the  same  total  budget  cost  as  the 
metropolitan  area. 

(2)  For  counties  within  a metropolitan  area  that  did  not  have  a re- 
ported total  budget  cost,  the  budget  for  a nearby  metropolitan 
area  was  used.  The  budget  cost  factor  was  decreased  by  one  or 
more  points,  depending  upon  proximity  to  the  metropolitan  area 
with  the  reported  budget  cost.  An  exception  to  this  rule  was 
applied  when  the  metropolitan  area  lacking  a budget  cost  was 
separated  from  a metropolitan  area  with  a reported  budget  by  not 
more  than  one  county.  In  this  case,  the  same  budget  was  used. 


]_/  See  text  footnote  number  4. 
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(3)  All  nonmetropolitan  counties  were  assigned  the  respective  non- 
metropolitan area  budget  costs  developed  by  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics . 


The  State  purchasing  power  of  income  factor  is  the  average  of  all  the 
county  purchasing  power  of  income  factors. 
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CONNECTICUT 


table  i --index  of  economic  utilization  for  persons  in  the  rural  ano  urban  labor  forces,  by  sex  and  race,  counties. 
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DOL 

4492  . 

6693. 

2731  . 

5571  . 



4260. 

6362. 

2609. 

— 

.... 

4653. 

6920. 

2758. 

.... 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

1 14.0 

113.7 

111.5 

108.0 

— 

117.6 

115.8 

111.9 

.... 

112.0 

112.9 

111.4 

— 

.... 

TABLE  2- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  AGE  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
CONNLCT ICUT . 1970  ( 1 ) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

w h 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MA  LE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

total 

male 

female 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -CONN 

99.9 

101.6 

99.8 

100.5 

102.1 

99.0 

101.0 

99.5 

100.3 

101.9 

103 . 1 

103.7 

101.2 

103.6 

106.0 

FAIRFIELD 

100.3 

103.4 

99 . 6 

101 . 2 

102.1 

99.8 

102.8 

99.5 

101 . 1 

101.9 

103.9 

107.3 

100.2 

103.4 

105.5 

HARTFORD 

100.0 

101.9 

99.7 

100.7 

101.3 

99.2 

101.2 

99.5 

100.6 

101 .2 

104.3 

105.6 

101.5 

103.7 

104.1 

LITCHFIELD 

100.4 

102.0 

101.4 

99.2 

105.2 

99.4 

101.2 

101-2 

99.7 

104.7 

101  4 

102.7 

101-6 

90 . 6 

105.6 

MIDDLESEX 

100.7 

101 . 8 

100.8 

94.8 

104.3 

98.8 

99. 6 

100.8 

94 . 2 

104.9 

102.4 

103.4 

100.9 

97 . 1 

101.5 

NEW  HAVEN 

99.3 

101.0 

100.0 

100.3 

102.3 

98.8 

100.4 

99.8 

100.0 

102.1 

103.2 

104.8 

101  .0 

117.0 

108.8 

NEW  LONDON 

99.2 

97 . 1 

99-  1 

99.8 

105.5 

96. 1 

94 . 6 

97-  1 

99.7 

104.4 

102.7 

99.4 

101.6 

100.3 

112.5 

TOLLAND 

101  .4 

101.1 

98.4 

97.4 

98.2 

96.3 

96.7 

94.5 

e5.5 

94.7 

104.9 

103.9 

101.6 

111.0 

101.8 

WINDHAM 

99.5 

100.4 

100.4 

93.0 

105.6 

97.3 

98. 5 

99.4 

89 . 0 

104.8 

101  .0 

101.5 

101.2 

103.1 

107.6 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  .WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  3- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  CONNECTICUT.  1970  (1) 


state  name 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

. - 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

TOTAL 

MA  LE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL  male 

female 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -CONN 

101.6 

102.6 

102.5 

88.5 

90. 1 

99. 1 

100.8 

99.9 

87.7 

89.4 

110.2 

108.5 

111.3 

100.7 

105.0 

FAIRFIELD 

106.1 

107.7 

106.6 

87 . 2 

88.6 

103.0 

105.0 

103.7 

66.7 

88.2 

126.2 

123.6 

124.9 

107 . 8 

1018 

HARTFORD 

101.1 

102.4 

102.1 

86.0 

88.6 

98.9 

100.5 

100.0 

85.7 

88.2 

113.7 

112.2 

114.0 

93 . 2 

100.3 

LITCHFIELD 

99.7 

99. 1 

101  -7 

91  - 2 

94.2 

90.8 

92 . 2 

92-  1 

68.7 

89.0 

108.1 

105.5 

111.0 

93 . 3 

97  5 

MIDDLESEX 

101 .6 

101 . 4 

103.6 

86.0 

88.7 

96.7 

97 . 9 

98.4 

83 . 1 

87.6 

105.7 

104.2 

108.0 

95 . 9 

92.3 

NEW  HAVEN 

98.9 

100.1 

100.0 

90.6 

91  . 6 

97 . 2 

98. 8 

98. 1 

90. 1 

90.9 

110.9 

108.4 

112.5 

110.4 

121.8 

NEW  LONDON 

99.2 

99.9 

99.8 

94.3 

99.8 

95.0 

96 . 8 

95.2 

91  .6 

97.3 

103.8 

103.0 

105.0 

103.1 

111.7 

TOLLAND 

106.3 

105.9 

106-5 

104.0 

113.9 

106.4 

106.5 

105-6 

119.9 

119.7 

106.2 

105.5 

107.1 

100.3 

111.4 

WINDHAM 

89.7 

90.0 

91 .3 

101.7 

86.5 

85.6 

87.g 

86.2 

10i  .3 

82.8 

92.3 

92.4 

94.7 

102 . 1 

95.4 

< 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

! ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 

TABLE  4- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  WEEKS-WORKED  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  CONNECTICUT.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -CONN 

105.1 

104.6 

104-5 

97.2 

112.9 

105.0 

103.8 

106.1 

97.9 

112.7 

105.3 

107.2 

98.7 

85.7 

116.7 

FAIRFIELD 

104.9 

106.0 

102.3 

101 .2 

115.0 

105.7 

106.0 

104.3 

101  .4 

114.8 

99.6 

106. 1 

89.6 

92.6 

122.6 

HARTFORD 

107.2 

105.4 

108.5 

96.9 

112.5 

106.9 

104.5 

109.4 

97. 1 

112.2 

109.5 

1 10.3 

102.8 

90.0 

119.5 

LITCHFIELD 

105.7 

104.1 

106.1 

101 .0 

122.7 

107.7 

104.3 

110.6 

111.1 

118.8 

103.8 

103.9 

101  . 7 

91  .6 

125.7 

MIDDLESEX 

104.5 

103.1 

104.5 

83.0 

119.0 

103.5 

99.2 

108.5 

81 . 1 

120.6 

105.3 

106.5 

101.1 

91 .5 

112.3 

NEW  HAVEN 

103.5 

1 02.  4 

104.7 

96.2 

112.1 

103.5 

101.8 

105.7 

96.8 

111.9 

103.5 

106.1 

97 . 2 

76.2 

125.6 

NEW  LONDON 

105.8 

108.3 

97.3 

97.5 

104.1 

102.6 

105.2 

97.5 

95.7 

104.8 

109.5 

111.6 

97 . 1 

103.3 

100.1 

TOLLAND 

98.3 

98.0 

97.2 

58.5 

85.1 

91 .6 

90.2 

94.3 

63.7 

67.3 

103.5 

103.8 

99.5 

56.3 

106.4 

WINDHAM 

106.2 

103.7 

108-7 

103.5 

116.2 

106.0 

102. 1 

112.2 

101 .6 

119.2 

106.3 

104.6 

106.2 

107.5 

108.4 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS 

WERE 

IN  THE  GROUP. 

TABLE  5- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  EMP LOYMENT - UNEMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  CONNECTICUT.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

OR 

- - T 

0 

W H 

T 

I T E 

A L 

0 T 

HER 

- - U 

R 

W H 

B 

I T E 

A N 

0 T 

HER 

R U 

W H 

R 

I T E 

A L 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

100.3 

100.4 

100-3 

99.4 

99.0 

100.3 

100.4 

100.3 

99.3 

98.9 

100.5 

100.6 

100.2 

101  .0 

101  .3 

FAIRFIELD 

100.5 

100.5 

100.6 

99.5 

100.2 

100.4 

100.4 

100.6 

99.5 

100.1 

100.8 

100.9 

100.4 

99.9 

102.4 

HARTFORD 

100.5 

100.6 

100.7 

99.2 

99.0 

100.5 

100.5 

100.6 

99. 1 

98 . 9 

100.9 

100.8 

100.9 

100.9 

101.4 

LITCHFIELD 

99.6 

99.9 

99-4 

98.9 

96.6 

99.2 

99.5 

99-  2 

99.2 

90.7 

100.0 

100.3 

99  • 6 

98 . 6 

101  .2 

MIDDLESEX 

100.4 

100.4 

100.3 

101.3 

99. 1 

100.5 

100.5 

100.5 

101.5 

99.4 

100.3 

100.4 

100.1 

100.8 

97.9 

NEW  HAVEN 

100.2 

100.4 

100.1 

99.3 

97.9 

100.1 

100.3 

100.0 

99.3 

97  • 8 

100.9 

101.0 

100.6 

102.0 

102.4 

NEW  LONDON 

100.1 

100.4 

99.8 

100.3 

98.0 

100.0 

100.2 

99.8 

99.9 

97.7 

100.3 

100.5 

99.7 

102.0 

99.9 

TOLLAND 

100.6 

100.6 

100-6 

100.1 

1 01  .5 

100.4 

100.3 

100-6 

98.4 

102.4 

100.8 

100.8 

100.6 

102.0 

100.5 

WINDHAM 

(1)  INDEXES 

WERE 

99.7 

COMPUTED.  FOR 

100.0 

ALL  L 

99.2  97  4 95  5 

ABOR  FORCE  ROUP  VEN 

99.4 

THOUGH 

100.0  98.9 

LESS  THAN  200 

95.6 

PERSONS 

92.9 

WERE 

99.8  100.1 

IN  THE  GROUP. 

99.5 

102.0 

102.4 

2 


TABLE  6- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  LABOR  FORCE  STATUS  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  RURAL  AND  URBAN  PERSONS  16  YEARS  OF  AGE  AND  OVER  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  CONNECTICUT.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

U R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -CONN 

104.0 

103.3 

104.1 

100.6 

115.6 

104  3 

103.0 

105.2 

101 . 8 

115.6 

102.9 

104.3 

100.3 

82.0 

116.3 

FAIRFIELO 

103.6 

104.4 

102. 1 

103. 1 

115.1 

104.4 

104 . 6 

103 . 5 

103.3 

114.7 

98 . 3 

103.0 

92  8 

93.6 

126.5 

HARTFORD 

106.2 

104.4 

107.3 

100.7 

1 16.4 

1061 

103.9 

107.8 

101 .3 

116.4 

107.0 

107.2 

104.3 

87.6 

114.9 

LITCHFIELD 

104.5 

103.3 

105  2 

97. 1 

116.4 

106.4 

103.7 

108.8 

103. 1 

116.8 

1027 

102.9 

101.6 

91.6 

116.1 

MIDDLESEX 

103.7 

101  8 

104.8 

89.8 

116.9 

102.7 

98.4 

107.0 

07.0 

117.4 

104.5 

104.8 

103.0 

102 . 7 

114.5 

NEW  HAVEN 

103.3 

102.0 

104.0 

101 .5 

116.5 

103.5 

101 . 8 

104.7 

102.4 

116.3 

102.0 

103  4 

99 . 3 

71.6 

125  4 

NEW  LONDON 

99.7 

103.0 

98. 1 

96.9 

108.9 

98.1 

100.6 

98.7 

96. 1 

110.4 

101  6 

105.6 

97 . 4 

99.8 

101 . 3 

TOLLAND 

101  .0 

98  5 

103.5 

61 . 5 

105.0 

98. 1 

93.4 

103.6 

86.8 

101 . 8 

103.3 

102.2 

103.4 

50.8 

108.9 

W I NDHAM 

104.8 

102.7 

106.9 

100.7 

119.7 

105.1 

102.4 

109-0 

105.2 

120.4 

104.5 

102.9 

105.4 

91.2 

118.1 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  CROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS 

WERE  IN 

THE  GROUP. 

TABLE  7- 

-ECONOMIC 

INDEX 

OF  OCCUPATIONAL 

DISTRIBUTIONS 

FOR  PERSONS  IN 

THE  RURAL  AND 

URBAN 

LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE 

COUNTIES. 

CONNECTICUT . 

1970  ( 1 ) 

STATE  NAME 

. . 

T 0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- • U 

R 

B 

A N 

- . 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

H E R 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

H E R 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

H E R 

COUNTY  name 

TOTAL  male 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

male 

female 

state  total  - 

CONN 

103.4 

104.7 

106.3 

90.2 

91  3 

102.2 

104.Q 

106.1 

89.8 

91 . 4 

107.5 

107.1 

107.0 

100.2 

89.7 

FAIRFIELO 

105.1 

108.0 

106.3 

89.4 

86.3 

103.8 

106.6 

1060 

89 . 4 

87.0 

114.7 

117.0 

1084 

89.4 

66  7 

HARTFORD 

102.3 

104.4 

107-5 

88.8 

93.2 

101.4 

103.7 

107-  1 

88.4 

93.0 

107.7 

108.2 

109-9 

100.1 

98 . 3 

LITCHFIELD 

103.4 

102.2 

104 . 3 

94.9 

79.7 

101  9 

100.5 

103 . 4 

94 . 4 

95.2 

105-0 

103-8 

105.4 

95.6 

70.2 

MIDDLESEX 

103.3 

104.2 

104.2 

88.6 

88.4 

100.5 

102.7 

103  9 

88.8 

80.5 

105.7 

105.5 

104  4 

87.7 

88. 1 

new  haven 

102.8 

103.3 

107.0 

9 1 6 

94 . 7 

102.0 

102.5 

106.7 

9 1 . 2 

94 . 4 

109.2 

108.2 

109.3 

114.8 

109.1 

NEW  LONDON 

103.3 

103.1 

103.3 

93.5 

90.8 

100.8 

102. 1 

101-9 

90.0 

89.2 

106.1 

104.0 

105.2 

106.1 

100.4 

TOLLAND 

104.9 

105.5 

106-2 

107.6 

113.5 

103.5 

106.2 

105-5 

108.2 

115.6 

105.9 

105.0 

106-7 

107.0 

111.2 

WINDHAM 

89.  S 

97.1 

102.7 

86.0 

108.2 

98.6 

97.1 

102.7 

85.8 

111  .5 

100-8 

97.0 

102.7 

86 . 4 

lOO. 7 

(1)  INDEXES 

WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE  group. 

TABLE  8--EC0N0MIC  INDEX  OF  INDUSTRY  EMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 


CONNECTICUT . 

state  name 

1970  ( 1 ) 

- - T 0 

T 

A L 

- - L 

1 R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

county  name 

total 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

state  total 

•CONN 

107.2 

105.2 

106-1 

106.5 

tOA  .9 

107.6 

105.7 

106-9 

106.7 

105.2 

105.7 

103.6 

103  0 

101.7 

98.7 

FAIRFIELD 

106.9 

105.2 

103.8 

107.1 

10A  . 6 

107.4 

105.3 

104.7 

107.2 

105.2 

103.0 

104.8 

96.9 

98.8 

88.6 

HARTFORD 

107.3 

106.1 

109.9 

106. 1 

105.3 

107.6 

106.4 

110.5 

106.3 

105.4 

105.5 

104.3 

106.1 

101 . 4 

103.9 

LITCHFIELD 

107.6 

103.4 

105  5 

100.0 

102. 0 

113.7 

106.9 

109  9 

107.5 

121.2 

101.4 

100.1 

100-6 

91  .8 

90.2 

MIDDLESEX 

108.0 

104.7 

106.5 

106.5 

103.3 

106.4 

104.5 

106.5 

108.0 

102.1 

109.4 

104.9 

106.6 

101 .0 

108.2 

NEW  HAVEN 

107.7 

105.  2 

106.1 

106.5 

105.6 

108.0 

105.5 

106.5 

106.5 

105.7 

105.1 

103.3 

102.9 

106.0 

103.5 

NEW  LONDON 

105.8 

104. 7 

99-4 

107.2 

98.2 

104.3 

105.0 

98-  1 

107.4 

98.7 

107.4 

104.3 

100-9 

106.3 

95.3 

TOLLAND 

104.0 

103.7 

102.4 

100.7 

102.5 

102.7 

104.9 

101 .6 

96.5 

90.8 

104.8 

102.9 

103-0 

105. 1 

115.2 

WINDHAM 

111.1 

104.2 

108.2 

96.8 

109.5 

110.6 

105.6 

108.4 

99.0 

111.6 

111.5 

103.3 

100.1 

91 .7 

104.8 

(11  INDEXES 

WERE  COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE  GROUP. 
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TABLE  9- -EMPLOYMENT . HIGHEST  FIVE  OCCUPATIONS.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO  RACE.  COUNTIES. 


CONNECTICUT.  1970- 

■ -CONTINUED 

STATE  NAME 

OC 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

. - 

- - U 

R 

B A 

N 

. 

• - R 

u 

R A 

L 

OR 

CD 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

1 T E 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  NAME 

(2) 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

total 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

4 

238135 

55791 

170993 

2617 

8534 

196594 

46154 

139516 

2708 

8216 

41541 

9637 

31477 

109 

318 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

7 

227267 

129472 

76691 

13705 

7399 

187565 

103640 

6331  1 

13356 

7258 

39702 

25832 

1 3380 

349 

141 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

1 

219516 

133028 

78936 

3526 

4026 

163793 

96856 

60093 

3129 

3715 

55723 

36172 

1 8843 

397 

31  1 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

6 

184570 

168742 

8332 

6899 

597 

142191 

128479 

6567 

6585 

560 

42379 

40263 

1 765 

314 

37 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

9 

121885 

54719 

56132 

5053 

5981 

100310 

45200 

44452 

4074 

5784 

21575 

9519 

1 1680 

1 79 

197 

FAIRFIELD 

1 

61666 

39361 

20225 

951 

1129 

50764 

31743 

1 7046 

894 

1081 

10902 

7618 

3179 

57 

48 

FAIRFIELD 

4 

60051 

13439 

43377 

91  4 

2321 

54793 

1 2207 

39429 

900 

2257 

5258 

1232 

3948 

14 

64 

FAIRFIELD 

7 

53725 

28491 

18165 

4366 

2703 

50642 

26546 

1 7071 

4336 

2689 

3083 

1945 

1094 

30 

14 

FAIRFIELD 

6 

43444 

38935 

1952 

2351 

206 

39429 

35163 

1 746 

2321 

199 

4015 

3772 

206 

30 

7 

FAIRFIELD 

3 

38274 

33344 

4 303 

461 

166 

30053 

25914 

3522 

451 

166 

8221 

7430 

781 

10 

0 

HARTFORD 

4 

77713 

1 7618 

55630 

951 

3514 

68215 

1 5552 

48356 

907 

3400 

9498 

2066 

7274 

44 

1 14 

HARTFORD 

1 

60901 

36689 

22222 

820 

1 1 70 

49460 

291  10 

18472 

767 

1111 

11441 

7579 

3750 

53 

59 

HARTFORD 

7 

60323 

35946 

18733 

4125 

1519 

54052 

31798 

16724 

4050 

1480 

6271 

4148 

2009 

75 

39 

HARTFORD 

6 

50307 

45933 

2202 

2010 

162 

42566 

38592 

1898 

1919 

157 

7741 

7341 

304 

91 

5 

HARTFORD 

9 

33678 

14862 

15328 

1607 

1881 

29977 

1 3040 

13504 

1574 

1859 

3701 

1822 

1824 

33 

22 

LITCHFIELD 

7 

12848 

7376 

5356 

65 

51 

8018 

4369 

3571 

48 

30 

4830 

3007 

1 785 

1 7 

21 

LITCHFIELD 

6 

10066 

9503 

501 

58 

4 

5150 

4820 

293 

37 

0 

4916 

4683 

208 

21 

4 

LITCHFIELD 

1 

9547 

5673 

3774 

76 

24 

3681 

2124 

1521 

26 

10 

5866 

3549 

2253 

50 

14 

LITCHFIELD 

4 

9107 

2152 

6898 

21 

36 

4977 

1320 

361  1 

- 21 

25 

4130 

832 

3287 

0 

1 1 

LITCHFIELD 

9 

5203 

2366 

2765 

35 

37 

2676 

1 196 

1480 

0 

0 

2527 

1 170 

1285 

35 

37 

MIDDLESEX 

7 

8925 

5312 

3184 

307 

122 

4401 

2518 

1534 

246 

103 

4524 

2794 

1650 

61 

19 

MIDDLESEX 

4 

8337 

2080 

6072 

71 

114 

4358 

1 131 

3096 

60 

71 

3979 

949 

2976 

1 1 

43 

MIDDLESEX 

1 

8287 

5293 

2881 

49 

64 

3666 

2302 

1271 

31 

62 

4621 

2991 

1610 

18 

2 

MIDDLESEX 

6 

7622 

7219 

263 

116 

24 

2947 

2690 

1 39 

101 

1 7 

4675 

4529 

1 24 

15 

7 

MIDDLESEX 

9 

5124 

2063 

2762 

102 

197 

2690 

1 153 

1292 

66 

179 

2434 

910 

1470 

36 

18 

NEW  HAVEN 

7 

6226T' 

34062 

21267 

4226 

2710 

56755 

30342 

19509 

4211 

2693 

5510 

3720 

1758 

15 

17 

NEW  HAVEN 

4 

574  IS 

13724 

40686 

692 

2313 

51641 

1 2486 

36201 

688 

2266 

5774 

1238 

4485 

4 

47 

NEW  HAVEN 

1 

5 1 752 

29513 

19567 

1338 

1334 

43950 

24656 

16777 

1266 

1251 

7802 

4857 

2790 

72 

83 

NEW  HAVEN 

6 

46674 

42546 

2016 

1950 

162 

40928 

37029 

1851 

1892 

156 

5746 

5517 

165 

58 

6 

NEW  HAVEN 

9 

31165 

14597 

13339 

1282 

1947 

28261 

13305 

.11763 

1260 

1933 

2904 

1292 

1576 

22 

1 4 

NEW  LONDON 

6 

14408 

13311 

702 

364 

31 

6959 

6272 

360 

296 

31 

7449 

7039 

342 

68 

0 

NEW  LONDON 

1 

14073 

8442 

5247 

167 

217 

6689 

3676 

2792 

69 

152 

7384 

4766 

2455 

98 

65 

NEW  LONDON 

4 

13266 

3710 

9240 

138 

178 

7169 

1981 

4926 

105 

157 

60S? 

1 729 

4314 

33 

21 

NEW  LONDON 

7 

12865 

8327 

381  1 

508 

219 

7130 

4238 

2260 

421 

21  1 

5735 

4089 

1551 

87 

8 

NEW  LONDON 

9 

9707 

3928 

5289 

183 

307 

6050 

2338 

3281 

163 

268 

3657 

1590 

2008 

20 

39 

TOLLAND 

1 

0898 

5563 

3178 

93 

64 

3836 

2325 

1430 

50 

31 

5062 

3238 

1748 

43 

33 

TOLLAND 

4 

6960 

1716 

5185 

17 

42 

3139 

837 

2260 

14 

28 

3821 

879 

2925 

3 

1 4 

TOLLAND 

7 

6709 

4465 

2139 

83 

22 

2775 

1750 

972 

39 

14 

3934 

2715 

1 167 

44 

8 

TOLLAND 

6 

6428 

6064 

329 

27 

8 

2250 

21  19 

126 

5 

0 

4178 

3945 

203 

22 

8 

TOLLAND 

9 

4130 

1555 

2540 

12 

23 

1963 

705 

1232 

8 

18 

2167 

850 

1308 

4 

5 

WINDHAM 

7 

9607 

5493 

4036 

25 

53 

3792 

2079 

1670 

5 

38 

5815 

3414 

2366 

20 

15 

WINDHAM 

6 

5621 

5231 

367 

23 

0 

1962 

1794 

154 

14 

0 

3659 

3437 

213^ 

9 

0 

WINDHAM 

4 

5286 

1352 

3905 

13 

16 

2302 

640 

1637 

13 

12 

2984 

712 

2268 

0 

4 

WINDHAM 

1 

4392 

2494 

1842 

32 

24 

1747 

920 

784 

26 

17 

2645 

1574 

1058 

6 

7 

W I NOHAM 

B 

3515 

1646 

1819 

32 

18 

1631 

778 

613 

32 

8 

1884 

868 

1006 

0 

10 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO  OC/CD  COLUMN  1. 

- THE 

CODES 

IN  THIS 

COLUMN 

REPRESENT  OCCUPATIONS 

AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE 

OCCUPATION 

1 

PROFESSIONAL. 

TECHNICAL.  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

2 

FARMERS 

AND  FARM  MANAGERS 

3 

MANAGl RS 

. OFF 

ICIALS. 

AND  PROPRIETORS.  EXCEPT  FARM 

4 CLERICAL  ANO  KINDRED  WORKERS 

5 SALES  WORKERS 

6 CRAF1SMEN.  FOREMEN.  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

7 OPERA  1 1 VES  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

8 PRIVA1E  HOUSEHOLD  WORKERS 

9 SERVICE  WORKERS.  EXCEPT  PRIVATE  HOUSEHOLD 

10  FARM  LABORERS  AND  FOREMEN 

11  LABORERS.  EXCEPT  FARM 


T ABIC  10- -EMPLOYMENT  HIGHEST  FIVE  INDUSTRIES.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
CONNECTICUT.  1970- -CONTINUED 


STATE  NAME 

IN 

• • T 

0 

T 

A L 

• • 

- . g 

6 

B 

A N 

• . 

• • R 

U 

R A 

L 

- • 

OB 

CD 

W M 

1 T E 

0 T 

n E a 

W H 

1 T C 

0 1 

MEM 

V M 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

If  I 

TOTAL 

male 

FENALE 

male 

FEMALE 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

•CONN 

4 

435071 

287470 

122494 

17523 

8384 

347414 

222043 

100310 

16877 

8104 

08457 

65427 

22184 

646 

200 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

9 

309805 

120918 

1A5364 

6974 

16549 

241811 

91623 

120073 

6449 

15666 

67994 

29295 

37291 

525 

883 

STATE  TOTAL 

•CONN 

T 

18637B 

97756 

81603 

3895 

2924 

150013 

77294 

66130 

3764 

2025 

36365 

20462 

15673 

131 

99 

STATE  TOTAL 

•CONN 

B 

78159 

35908 

39081 

1087 

2083 

63159 

27501 

32579 

1055 

2024 

15000 

8407 

6502 

32 

59 

STATE  TOTAL 

•CONN 

3 

72329 

65183 

3880 

3176 

90 

54001 

47735 

3104 

3075 

87 

18328 

17440 

776 

101 

3 

fairfielo 

4 

115374 

73432 

32716 

5888 

3338 

103441 

64020 

30303 

5017 

3301 

11933 

9412 

24  13 

71 

37 

FAIRFIELD 

B 

84836 

34374 

4 2 945 

2105 

5412 

72584 

28596 

36859 

1992 

5137 

12252 

5770 

6086 

113 

275 

FAIRFIELD 

T 

50011 

26205 

21751 

1271 

784 

44861 

23308 

19541 

1252 

763 

5150 

2900 

2210 

19 

21 

FAIRFIELD 

3 

17954 

16217 

884 

851 

22 

15741 

14073 

799 

047 

22 

2213 

2144 

65 

4 

0 

FAIRFIELO 

B 

16630 

9374 

6733 

276 

247 

14003 

7527 

5953 

276 

247 

2627 

1847 

780 

0 

0 

HARTFORD 

4 

1 163B4 

79600 

30501 

4625 

1658 

100483 

67486 

26859 

4527 

1611 

15901 

121  14 

3642 

98 

47 

HARTFORD 

9 

79810 

29630 

43521 

1813 

4846 

68097 

24733 

36970 

1707 

4687 

11713 

4897 

6551 

106 

159 

HARTFORD 

7 

51772 

26708 

22644 

1225 

1195 

44867 

22807 

19697 

1202 

1161 

6905 

3901 

2947 

23 

34 

HARTFORD 

8 

37889 

15604 

20225 

468 

1512 

32693 

1 2844 

1791  1 

451 

1487 

5196 

2040 

2314 

17 

25 

HARTFORD 

3 

20486 

17729 

1442 

127S 

40 

17167 

14666 

1227 

1234 

40 

3319 

3063 

215 

41 

0 

litcmfielo 

4 

22717 

15100 

7408 

146 

83 

13581 

8668 

4767 

100 

30 

9136 

6432 

2641 

38 

25 

LITCHFIELD 

B 

14255 

5905 

8147 

82 

121 

5623 

2197 

3386 

9 

31 

8632 

3708 

4761 

73 

90 

LITCHFIELD 

T 

6637 

4713 

3875 

45 

4 

4554 

2278 

2252 

24 

0 

4003 

2435 

1623 

21 

4 

LITCHFIELD 

3 

3890 

3712 

153 

25 

0 

1557 

1448 

04 

25 

0 

2333 

2264 

69 

0 

0 

LITCHFIELD 

a 

2474 

1161 

1298 

4 

11 

1 159 

558 

591 

- 4 

6 

1315 

603 

707 

0 

5 

midolcsei 

4 

17102 

11694 

4618 

447 

145 

7805 

5073 

2250 

359 

123 

9297 

6621 

2566 

88 

22 

MIDDLESEX 

B 

1 1804 

4807 

6481 

163 

383 

5091 

2372 

3113 

120 

286 

5913 

2435 

3360 

43 

67 

MIDDLESEX 

7 

6750 

3645 

3022 

S3 

30 

3246 

1693 

1406 

37 

30 

3504 

1952 

1536 

16 

0 

MIOOLESEX 

3 

3039 

2860 

138 

44 

0 

1141 

1052 

45 

44 

0 

1898 

1808 

90 

0 

0 

MIDDLESEX 

B 

2532 

1750 

731 

3 

48 

977 

666 

275 

3 

33 

1555 

1064 

456 

0 

15 

NEW  HAVEN 

. 4 

106384 

88172 

3I8SI 

9415 

2846 

96590 

89457 

26962 

5340 

2823 

11794 

8715 

2989 

67 

23 

MEW  HAVEN 

B 

7936B 

30963 

41021 

2357 

8027 

69675 

26631 

35865 

2283 

4696 

9693 

4332 

5156 

74 

131 

NEW  HAVEN 

T 

46213 

24637 

16700 

1106 

770 

40713 

21380 

17483 

1096 

754 

5500 

3257 

2217 

10 

16 

NEW  HAVEN 

B 

18846 

12711 

4998 

620 

819 

16626 

11005 

4491 

61  1 

619 

2220 

1706 

505 

9 

0 

NEW  HAVEN 

3 

16906 

15149 

911 

821 

28 

14527 

12887 

811 

804 

25 

2379 

2262 

100 

17 

0 

MEW  LONDON 

4 

27494 

20107 

6260 

896 

271 

14030 

9652 

3468 

658 

254 

13464 

10455 

2794 

198 

17 

NEW  LONDON 

B 

20577 

7462 

12191 

264 

660 

11430 

3746 

" 6925 

209 

550 

9147 

3716 

5266 

55 

110 

NEW  LONDON 

1 

12790 

•453 

6087 

143 

107 

7265 

3590 

3472 

115 

68 

5525 

2863 

2615 

20 

19 

NEW  LONDON 

3 

SI  83 

4893 

153 

13T 

0 

2369 

2189 

77 

103 

0 

2014 

2704 

76 

34 

0 

NEW  LONDON 

10 

4296 

3073 

1141 

48 

33 

2162 

1609 

487 

40 

26 

2134 

1464 

654 

9 

7 

TOLLANO 

4 

13401 

9930 

3358 

88 

28 

6585 

4075 

1469 

27 

14 

7016 

5055 

1606 

61 

14 

TOLLAND 

• 

1 1445 

4685 

6559 

109 

92 

51  12 

1981 

2999 

70 

62 

6333 

2704 

3560 

39 

30 

TOLLAND 

T 

8778 

3128 

2694 

40 

18 

2550 

1259 

1254 

26 

1 1 

3220 

1869 

1340 

14 

5 

TOLLANO 

3 

2615 

243$ 

189 

9 

3 

742 

669 

50 

3 

0 

1073 

1746 

119 

5 

3 

TOLLANO 

• 

2438 

1258 

11T3 

3 

8 

1071 

539 

532 

0 

0 

1368 

716 

641 

3 

e 

Ml NOHAM 

4 

1 BOIS 

B43S 

8487 

88 

38 

5899 

3612 

2234 

23 

20 

9116 

5923 

3253 

25 

15 

WINDHAM 

a 

7710 

3092 

4499 

81 

38 

3399 

1367 

1956 

59 

17 

4311 

1725 

2543 

22 

21 

W I WOMAN 

» 

4427 

2287 

3130 

13 

18 

1957 

982 

945 

12 

16 

2470 

1285 

1 185 

0 

0 

WINDHAM 

3 

2254 

2188 

93 

19 

0 

757 

731 

1 1 

15 

0 

1499 

1457 

42 

0 

0 

WINOHAM 

. • 

1388 

1134 

384 

0 

0 

524 

403 

121 

0 

0 

• 64 

731 

133 

0 

0 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO  IN/CO  COLUMN  1.  -THE  CODES  IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENT  INDUSTRIES  AS  KEYED  BELOW: 
CODE  INDUSTRY 

1 AGRICULTURE.  FORESTRY,  and  fisheries 

2 MINING 

3 CONS  I RUC  T ION 

4 manufacturing 

5 TRANSPORTATION.  COMMUNICATION.  AND  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 

6 WHOLESALE  TRADE 

7 RETAIL  TRAOE 

e finance,  insurance,  and  real  estate 

9 SERVICES 
10  GOVERNMENT 


3 


TABLE  1 1 - -UNEMPLOYMENT  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
CONNECTICUT.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

OR 

• - T 

0 

W H 

T A 

I T E 

L 

0 T 

HER 

• - U 

R 

W H 

B A 

I T E 

N 

0 T 

HER 

- - R 

U 

W H 

R A 

I T E 

L 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -CONN 

3.5 

3.1 

3.9 

5.0 

6.3 

3.6 

3.2 

3.8 

5.2 

6.5 

3.1 

2.6 

4.0 

1 .9 

2.1 

FAIRFIELD 

3.3 

3.0 

3.4 

4.8 

4.1 

3.3 

3.1 

3.4 

4.8 

4.3 

2.7 

2.2 

3.8 

4.2 

0 

HARTFORD 

3.3 

2.8 

3.2 

5.6 

6.3 

3.3 

2.9 

3.3 

5.7 

6.5 

2.5 

2.3 

2.7 

2.1 

1 .8 

LITCHFIELD 

4.7 

4.1 

5.6 

6.1 

10.6 

5.4 

5.0 

6.0 

5.6 

21.6 

4.0 

3.4 

5.2 

6.7 

2.3 

MIDDLESEX 

3.4 

3.1 

3.9 

1.3 

6.0 

3.2 

3.0 

3.6 

1 .0 

5.5 

3.6 

3.2 

4.3 

2.4 

8 . 3 

NEW  HAVEN 

3.8 

3.1 

4.3 

5.2 

8.2 

4.0 

3.3 

4.4 

5.3 

8.4 

2.5 

2.0 

3.4 

.0 

.0 

NEW  LONDON 

3.8 

3.2 

4.8 

3.3 

8.1 

4.1 

3.5 

4.8 

4.2 

8.7 

3.6 

2.9 

4.9 

.0 

4 5 

TOLLAND 

3.0 

2.7 

3.3 

3.8 

1 .7 

3.4 

3.4 

3.3 

7.1 

.0 

2.7 

2.3 

3.4 

.0 

3.4 

WINDHAM 

4.7 

3.8 

5.9 

9.0 

12.8 

5.2 

3.9 

6.5 

12.5 

17.5 

4.4 

3.8 

5.4 

.0 

.0 

TABLE  12- 

-LABOR  FORCE 

: AS  A 

PERCENTAGE  OF 

TOTAL 

POPULATION.  RURAL  AND 

URBAN. 

BY  SEX 

AND  RACE. 

COUNTIES. 

CONNECT 1CU1 

. 1970 

STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

. . 

- . u 

R 

B 

A N 

. . 

- - R 

u 

R A 

L 

. - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I t e 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

male 

FEMALE 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL 

•CONN 

42.8 

54.5 

32.3 

44.2 

34.6 

43.7 

55.4 

33.6 

44.6 

34.4 

39.8 

51.8 

28.0 

36.2 

39.0 

FAIRFIELD 

42.9 

55.9 

31  .2 

47.2 

34.5 

43.8 

56.7 

32.5 

47.1 

34.1 

37.4 

51.3 

23.7 

52.9 

51  .6 

HARTFORD 

44.5 

56.2 

34.3 

44. 1 

35.5 

45.0 

56.5 

35.2 

44.3 

35.4 

42. 1 

54.7 

29.8 

38. 1 

38.0 

LITCHFIELD 

43.2 

54.5 

32.5 

43.7 

41 .3 

45.  1 

55.7 

35.3 

46.0 

40.2 

41 .3 

53.4 

29.7 

41  .4 

42.2 

MIDDLESEX 

42.7 

53.7 

32.3 

41 .9 

35.3 

43.7 

53.6 

34.9 

40.8 

34.8 

41 .9 

53.9 

30.2 

46.3 

37.7 

NEW  HAVEN 

43.2 

55.1 

32.8 

43.4 

34.2 

43.7 

55.5 

33.6 

43.7 

34.0 

39.9 

52.8 

27.4 

31.7 

43.5 

NEW  LONDON 

36. 1 

45.1 

27.4 

35.6 

29.6 

36.4 

44.8 

28.9 

35.8 

30.7 

35.8 

45.4 

25.7 

34.7 

25.3 

TOLLAND 

40.6 

50-8 

30.7 

28.3 

32.9 

40.9 

49.4 

32.7 

47.4 

31 .9 

40.4 

51.8 

29.3 

19.3 

34.0 

WINDHAM 

43.2 

53.4 

33.6 

52.8 

43.8 

44.8 

54.0 

36.5 

56. 0 

45.3 

42.2 

53.0 

31  .8 

46.0 

40.0 

6 


TABLE  13  LABOR  FORCE  PARTICIPATION  RATE  (PERCENT  I.  RURAL  A.O  uR0A N LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SELECTED  AGE-GROUPS.  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  CONNECTICUT.  1 970  - - CONT I NUED 


STATE  NAME 

• • 

T 

C 

I 

T 

A 

L 

U 

R 

1 

B 

A 

N 

R 

U 

R 

A 

L 

- - 

OR 

AGE 

w 

H 

I T E 

0 

T 

M E c 

1 

W 

H 

I T E 

0 

T 

her 

W 

H 

I T E 

0 

T 

HEP 

COUNTY  NAME 

CD 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

male 

female 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

1 

47  , 

, 1 

51  . 

1 

44. 

3 

41  . 

2 

34. 

3 

40. 

0 

51  . 

8 

45. 

8 

42  . 

5 

34. 

7 

43  . 

7 

40. 

9 

30 

6 

16. 

9 

23. 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

2 

68 

6 

79. 

2 

58. 

9 

78. 

3 

62. 

9 

68  . 

8 

78 

6 

59. 

9 

80. 

4 

62  . 

9 

67  . 

5 

81 

6 

54 

0 

51 

2 

60 

2 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

3 

68  . 

6 

95. 

6 

4 1 . 

7 

89. 

6 

58. 

2 

69. 

5 

95 

6 

43. 

1 

91  . 

5 

58. 

3 

65 

9 

95. 

7 

37. 

5 

50 

8 

56. 

6 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

4 

74 

2 

96 

8 

52. 

1 

90. 

6 

63. 

4 

74  . 

8 

96. 

8 

53. 

6 

91  . 

6 

63. 

7 

72. 

4 

96. 

8 

47  . 

9 

76. 

7 

58 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

5 

73 

3 

92  . 

3 

55. 

6 

85. 

3 

6 1 . 

4 

73. 

8 

92. 

5 

56. 

8 

85  . 

7 

61  . 

0 

71  . 

4 

91  . 

9 

50. 

8 

79 

2 

69 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 

-CONN 

6 

10  . 

5 

28 

1 

1 1 . 

6 

30. 

1 

18. 

3 

18 

3 

27  . 

9 

1 1 . 

5 

37  . 

7 

17. 

9 

19. 

5 

29 

1 

1 1 . 

8 

43. 

6 

26 

8 

FAIRFIELD 

1 

45. 

7 

40 

0 

44  . 

6 

42  . 

5 

34. 

5 

47  . 

1 

49. 

6 

46. 

3 

42  . 

9 

34  . 

4 

37. 

1 

39. 

4 

34 

8 

22. 

9 

35. 

7 

FAIRFIELD 

2 

60 

9 

78  . 

3 

60. 

4 

83. 

1 

64  . 

7 

69. 

6 

70  . 

9 

61  . 

3 

83. 

6 

64  . 

3 

61  . 

7 

73. 

1 

51  . 

5 

42  . 

1 

90 

7 

FAIRFIELD 

3 

67 

1 

96. 

2 

39. 

4 

91  . 

5 

56. 

9 

60  . 

0 

96. 

2 

40. 

4 

91  . 

7 

57. 

2 

61  . 

6 

96. 

1 

33. 

5 

76. 

8 

44  . 

2 

FAIRFIELD 

4 

71  . 

5 

97  . 

3 

46. 

8 

92. 

2 

61  . 

0 

72. 

7 

97 

4 

49. 

0 

92  . 

2 

60. 

4 

65. 

8 

96. 

7 

36. 

2 

92. 

4 

77. 

6 

FAIRFIELD 

5 

72 

2 

93. 

0 

52. 

5 

87. 

5 

60. 

5 

73. 

2 

93  . 

6 

54  . 

3 

87. 

7 

59. 

9 

65. 

6 

89. 

6 

40. 

9 

79. 

6 

76. 

9 

FAIRFIELD 

6 

20. 

5 

31  . 

1 

12. 

7 

43, 

7 

23. 

0 

20. 

6 

31  . 

4 

12. 

7 

43. 

2 

22  . 

5 

20. 

0 

28  . 

9 

13. 

0 

54  , 

1 

33. 

8 

HARTFORD 

1 

50. 

. 3 

54  . 

2 

48. 

2 

43. 

3 

36. 

0 

50. 

5 

54  . 

5 

48  . 

6 

43. 

6 

36. 

3 

48  . 

9 

52. 

4 

45. 

6 

36. 

5 

29. 

0 

HARTFORD 

2 

70 

.5 

81 

0 

61  . 

7 

77 

5 

66. 

5 

70  . 

6 

80. 

9 

62. 

0 

78  . 

0 

66. 

4 

70. 

0 

81  . 

7 

59. 

7 

65 

7 

68  . 

7 

HARTFORD 

3 

70 

5 

96. 

6 

44  . 

3 

90. 

1 

59. 

9 

71  . 

3 

96. 

5 

45. 

8 

91  . 

2 

59. 

6 

65. 

9 

97. 

3 

37. 

2 

61  . 

5 

69 

6 

HARTFORD 

4 

75 

8 

97  . 

4 

54. 

7 

91  . 

9 

64  . 

4 

76. 

1 

97  . 

1 

55. 

9 

92  . 

5 

64  . 

6 

74  . 

4 

90. 

4 

50. 

0 

77. 

6 

58  . 

2 

HARTFORD 

5 

75. 

, 1 

92  . 

5 

59. 

2 

81  . 

9 

59. 

5 

75. 

1 

92. 

4 

59. 

6 

82  . 

2 

59. 

5 

75. 

5 

93. 

6 

56 

5 

74 

9 

57. 

7 

HARTFORO 

6 

18 

0 

26. 

8 

1 1 . 

7 

37. 

2 

14  . 

4 

10  . 

0 

26. 

7 

1 1 . 

8 

38. 

0 

14  . 

9 

10. 

1 

27  . 

8 

10 

8 

12 

0 

0 

LITCHFIELD 

1 

46 

4 

50. 

7 

42  . 

3 

0 

14. 

6 

50. 

0 

53. 

9 

46. 

7 

0 

26. 

1 

42 

8 

47  . 

8 

37. 

0 

0 

0 

LITCHFIELD 

2 

71 

1 

04  . 

4 

59. 

5 

88  ! 

9 

59. 

4 

73. 

3 

86. 

1 

61  . 

6 

100. 

0 

63. 

6 

68  . 

6 

82  . 

4 

57. 

1 

71 

0 

50. 

0 

LITCHFIELD 

3 

70 

7 

97 

1 

44  . 

8 

100. 

.0 

64  . 

7 

73, 

2 

96 

4 

50. 

5 

100. 

0 

58. 

8 

68  . 

5 

97  . 

8 

39. 

8 

100. 

0 

68 

6 

LITCHFIELD 

4 

76. 

.6 

96. 

9 

56. 

7 

76. 

3 

53. 

4 

78  . 

1 

96. 

5 

60. 

2 

60. 

0 

40. 

0 

75. 

3 

97. 

2 

53  . 

6 

88 

7 

63. 

6 

LITCHFIELO 

5 

74 

. 3 

92. 

6 

57. 

5 

71 

6 

70. 

8 

77  , 

, 1 

93. 

5 

62. 

2 

100. 

0 

82. 

5 

71  , 

5 

91  . 

8 

52. 

8 

49. 

2 

62 

6 

LITCHFIELD 

6 

10 

.6 

28  . 

7 

1 1 . 

0 

50. 

.0 

28. 

8 

16, 

.5 

26. 

9 

9 . 

6 

0 

0 

20. 

.7 

30. 

2 

12  . 

5 

75 

.0 

40  . 

5 

MIDDLESEX 

1 

47 

.0 

50. 

9 

43. 

0 

37, 

.0 

24  . 

3 

44  . 

8 

46. 

6 

45. 

3 

32  . 

9 

18  . 

1 

49, 

2 

55. 

2 

42  . 

5 

70 

.0 

69. 

'2 

MIDDLESEX 

2 

68 

.5 

78. 

8 

59. 

6 

58 

. 7 

61  . 

3 

67, 

. 1 

73. 

7 

61  . 

1 

57 

9 

63. 

3 

70 

2 

86. 

1 

58 

2 

69 

2 

44  . 

0 

MIDDLESEX 

3 

68 

.3 

94 

4 

42 

5 

87, 

.5 

63. 

7 

68 

2 

90. 

2 

45. 

7 

84 

. 1 

64. 

9 

68 

4 

97. 

5 

40  . 

1 

100 

.0 

59 

6 

MIDDLESEX 

4 

74 

.3 

94  . 

7 

53. 

0 

77 

.0 

57. 

7 

75 

. 1 

92  . 

0 

58. 

8 

75 

9 

61  . 

6 

73. 

8 

96. 

5 

50. 

3 

82 

8 

42  . 

9 

MIDDLESEX 

5 

73 

. 4 

89  . 

8 

57. 

9 

73 

, 2 

71  . 

4 

72 

3 

86  . 

9 

59. 

2 

69, 

0 

69. 

7 

74 

4 

92. 

5 

56. 

7 

84 

.6 

76 

8 

MIDDLESEX 

6 

1 7 

.5 

26. 

9 

10. 

8 

34 

. 7 

6. 

5 

16 

. 7 

26. 

9 

10. 

0 

28 

, 1 

0 

18 

. 2 

26. 

9 

1 1 . 

5 

45 

.9 

17. 

2 

NEW  HAVEN 

1 

46 

. 8 

50. 

9 

43. 

9 

41 

. 1 

36. 

0 

47 

.8 

52. 

0 

45. 

2 

43 

. 4 

36. 

1 

39 

.5 

44  . 

2 

35. 

9 

.0 

29. 

4 

NEW  HAVEN 

2 

67 

2 

75. 

6 

59. 

4 

78 

. 9 

59. 

2 

67 

.5 

75. 

9 

59. 

5 

81  . 

. 7 

59. 

4 

63 

. 8 

71  . 

9 

50. 

, 1 

6 

.3 

0 

NEW  HAVEN 

3 

60 

. 1 

94 

2 

41  . 

7 

91 

.5 

58. 

4 

68 

.8 

94  . 

3 

42. 

7 

91 

.6 

58. 

2 

63 

. 2 

94  . 

0 

35. 

9 

78 

. 1 

71  . 

2 

NEW  HAVEN 

4 

74 

. 8 

96. 

3 

53. 

7 

92 

2 

67. 

9 

75 

. 4 

96. 

4 

54. 

9 

92 

.9 

68. 

0 

71 

. 3 

95. 

0 

47  . 

4 

74 

. 3 

66. 

4 

NEW  HAVEN 

5 

73 

. 1 

92  . 

2 

55. 

6 

87 

. 6 

63. 

3 

73 

. 4 

92. 

1 

56. 

6 

87. 

.6 

62. 

9 

70 

. 5 

92. 

7 

47. 

8 

07 

. 3 

80. 

2 

NEW  HAVEN 

6 

17 

. 4 

26. 

7 

10. 

8 

32 

. 0 

17. 

0 

17, 

.0 

26. 

1 

10. 

5 

32 

.2 

16. 

9 

21 

.3 

31  . 

5 

13, 

1 

22 

. 7 

25 

0 

NEW  LONDON 

1 

47 

.0 

56. 

1 

38. 

8 

33 

3 

20. 

4 

49 

. 7 

60. 

7 

41  . 

1 

36 

. 3 

24. 

0 

43 

. 4 

50. 

8 

35 

8 

19 

.0 

0 

NEW  LONDON 

2 

73 

. 6 

93. 

0 

49. 

2 

90 

. 4 

51  . 

5 

72 

. 2 

91  . 

4 

51  . 

6 

86 

. 1 

54. 

2 

75 

.5 

94. 

9 

45. 

3 

100 

.0 

26 

8 

NEW  LONDON 

3 

68 

.2 

97  . 

3 

35. 

7 

93 

. 8 

54. 

1 

68 

. 1 

96  , 

5 

36. 

7 

95 

. 4 

56. 

2 

68 

. 2 

98. 

1 

34 

8 

88 

4 

42 

. 1 

NEW  LONDON 

4 

73 

.0 

96. 

3 

49. 

2 

87 

. 2 

40. 

1 

72 

.9 

94  . 

9 

51  . 

3 

83 

. 1 

51  . 

0 

73 

. 1 

97. 

5 

47. 

,5 

100 

. 0 

36 

8 

NEW  LONDON 

5 

69 

.3 

90. 

8 

49- 

0 

84 

. 7 

61  . 

3 

68 

. 7 

89. 

6 

49. 

7 

84 

.3 

59. 

6 

70 

. 1 

92. 

1 

48 

. 1 

85 

.9 

68 

4 

NEW  LONDON 

6 

10 

.6 

29. 

2 

1 1 . 

0 

34 

. 4 

14. 

4 

17 

. 8 

27. 

5 

1 1 . 

3 

36 

. 1 

14  . 

4 

19 

. 9 

31  . 

, 7 

10 

.6 

27 

.3 

.0 

TOLLAND 

1 

38 

. 4 

41  . 

9 

35. 

5 

10 

. 3 

12. 

5 

32 

.9 

33. 

2 

33. 

2 

16 

.2 

14. 

0 

46 

. 1 

53. 

, 1 

39. 

,0 

.0 

.0 

TOLLAND 

2 

53 

. r» 

56. 

5 

51  . 

2 

35 

. 4 

51  . 

8 

50 

.5 

50. 

6 

50. 

, 1 

60 

.2 

50. 

0 

57 

. 9 

65. 

,6 

53 

. 1 

13 

.8 

64 

3 

TOLLAND 

3 

65 

.3 

00. 

4 

40. 

3 

31 

.2 

53. 

2 

71 

. 1 

95. 

9 

42. 

9 

88 

.6 

57. 

6 

62 

.0 

87. 

, 1 

38. 

. 8 

22 

.5 

50 

8 

TOLLAND 

4 

73 

.8 

94. 

5 

53. 

9 

39 

.5 

31  . 

7 

74 

. 9 

95. 

6 

56. 

, 1 

77 

.3 

53. 

3 

73 

.3 

94. 

0 

52 

.6 

32 

.8 

19 

.2 

TOLLAND 

5 

73. 

8 

91  . 

5 

56. 

0 

81  . 

8 

59. 

1 

75. 

3 

93. 

9 

58. 

1 

75. 

8 

50. 

0 

72. 

9 

90. 

2 

54  . 

6 

100. 

0 

62  ■ 

5 

TOLLAND 

6 

17  . 

4 

25. 

9 

1 1 . 

2 

0 

54. 

5 

16. 

9 

26. 

5 

10. 

6 

0 

0 

1 7 . 

8 

25. 

6 

1 1 . 

6 

0 

54  . 

5 

WINDHAM 

1 

47  . 

6 

55. 

3 

40. 

5 

51  ; 

0 

0 

48  . 

1 

54  . 

7 

42. 

8 

56. 

0 

0 

47. 

2 

55. 

7 

38. 

8 

0 

0 

WINDHAM 

2 

66. 

4 

80. 

8 

54. 

9 

63. 

2 

82. 

0 

7 1 . 

6 

86. 

0 

59. 

2 

82. 

8 

77] 

5 

62. 

2 

76. 

5 

51  . 

8 

,0 

100. 

0 

WINDHAM 

3 

72. 

1 

95. 

5 

48. 

9 

74  . 

2 

37. 

9 

73. 

2 

94  . 

7 

51  . 

5 

77. 

4 

50. 

0 

71  . 

5 

95. 

9 

47. 

5 

71  . 

0 

31  . 

6 

WINDHAM 

4 

79. 

, 1 

96. 

3 

62. 

1 

86. 

5 

79. 

6 

81  . 

4 

95. 

8 

67. 

7 

100. 

0 

78. 

0 

77. 

8 

96. 

6 

59. 

1 

54  , 

,5 

100. 

0 

WINDHAM 

5 

75. 

,0 

91  . 

9 

59. 

6 

100. 

0 

60. 

4 

77. 

,2 

92. 

2 

64. 

4 

100. 

0 

50. 

0 

73. 

6 

91  . 

7 

56. 

3 

100. 

0 

76. 

2 

WINDHAM 

6 

18. 

, 1 

27. 

1 

1 1 . 

8 

100. 

0 

26. 

1 

17. 

5 

26. 

8 

12. 

2 

0 

30. 

0 

18  . 

5 

27. 

3 

1 1 . 

3 

100. 

,0 

0 

FOOTNOTE  TO  AGE/CD  COLUMN  1 - THE  CODES  IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENTS  AGE-GROUPS  AS  KEYED  BELOW: 


CODE  AGE-GROUP 


1 16-19 

2 20-24 

3 25-34 

4 35-44 

5 45-64 

6 65  AND  OVER 


TABLE  14--PER  CAPITA  INCOME  (DOLLARS).  IN  1969.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  POPULATION.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
CONNECTICUT 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

. - 

• • U 

R 

B A 

N 

. - 

- - R 

u 

R A 

L 

• - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

1 T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -CONN 

3900 

6228 

1910 

3074 

1625 

3800 

6052 

1957 

3027 

1612 

4241 

6770 

1 758 

3944 

1965 

FAIRFIELD 

4676 

7813 

2099 

3342 

1679 

4369 

7241 

2057 

3270 

1664 

6597 

1 1044 

2 344 

7679 

2351 

HARTFORD 

3854 

6083 

2001 

2941 

1618 

3767 

5947 

2048 

2923 

1606 

4229 

6768 

1746 

3396 

2026 

LITCHFIELD 

3710 

5594 

1946 

3228 

1836 

3375 

5055 

1832 

3140 

1997 

4021 

6085 

2055 

3315 

1705 

MIDDLESEX 

3506 

5530 

1799 

2561 

1717 

3441 

5223 

1890 

2503 

1660 

3707 

5772 

1 726 

2794 

1977 

NEW  HAVEN 

3567 

5663 

1829 

2964 

1594 

3487 

5490 

1869 

2914 

1586 

4112 

6731 

1569 

5017 

2097 

NEW  LONDON 

3287 

5135 

1502 

3222 

1389 

3166 

4947 

1595 

2973 

1365 

3419 

5319 

1399 

41  16 

1512 

TOLLAND 

3303 

5144 

1505 

2496 

1614 

3067 

4663 

1604 

3140 

1201 

3454 

5471 

1432 

2196 

2074 

WINDHAM 

31 4S 

4703 

1710 

3210 

2167 

3112 

4492 

1893 

3357 

2368 

3170 

4827 

1594 

2905 

1688 

TABLE  15- - PURCHASING  POWER  OF  LABOR  FORCE  EARNING  CAPACITY  BY  COUNTY 
CONNECTICUT.  1969  1/ 


STATE  OR  COUNTY 

FACTOR 

STATE  RECORD 

108 

FAIRF I ELD 

107 

HARTFORD 

109 

LITCHFIELD 

107 

MIDDLESEX 

109 

NEW  HAVEN 

107 

NEW  LONOON 

107 

TOLLAND 

107 

WINDHAM 

96 

1/  FOR  FACTOR  DERIVATION  SEE  EXPLANATORY  NOTES. 


8 


MAINE 


' 


IA0LL  l- -INDEX  OF  ECONOMIC  UTILIZATION  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  GY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 


MAINE.  1970 

- - T 

0 

T 

a L 

• • 

- - U R B 

A N - - 

- - R U R 

A L 

state  or  COUNTY  : total 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

other 

TOTAL  WHITE 

: 0 T 

HER 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

: MALE  FEMALE 

male  female 

MALE  FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

MAINE  STATE  RECORD 
WARRANTED  EARNING 


CAPAC I TY 

X 

93.7 

91 . 2 

97 . 9 

61 .4 

70.3 

93.8 

923 

103.0 

70.5 

76.9 

93.7 

90.0 

92 . 1 

46.2 

— 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3782. 

5772. 

2239. 

3088  . 

1600. 

3784  . 

5844  . 

2356- 

4464  . 

1758. 

3700. 

5699 

2107 

2926 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3459. 

5376. 

1940. 

3490. 

1803. 

3463. 

5456 

2076. 

3539. 

1773. 

3454  . 

5304  . 

1803 

3373 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

91 .5 

93. 1 

86-6 

89.8 

112.1 

91  .5 

93.4 

88. 1 

79.3 

100.8 

91  . 4 

93. 1 

85.6 

115  3 

— 

MAINE  ANDROSCOGGIN 

warranted  earning 
capacity  % 

92. 1 

89.2 

100.7 

90.3 

07.7 

100.9 

97.0 

93.5 

99 . 3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3822. 

5805. 

2367. 

.... 

.... 

3748. 

5707 

2372. 

.... 

.... 

4058  . 

6088 

2335 

.... 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3452. 

5292. 

2107. 

.... 

.... 

3431  . 

5210. 

2185 

.... 

.... 

3526. 

5595. 

1863 



.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

90  3 

91 . 2 

890 

— 

...  - 

91  .6 

91 .3 

92  1 

— 

86 . 9 

91 . 9 

79 . 8 

— 

MAINE  AROOSTOOK 

warranted  earning 

capacity 

X 

74  5 

74 . 1 

70.7 

83.8 

86  0 

77.6 

66.2 

64 . 4 

64 . 2 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

2970 

4629. 

1596. 

.... 

.... 

3339 

5374  . 

1752. 

— 

2637. 

4027 

1 449 

— 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

2093 

4478  . 

1512. 

— 

.... 

3141  . 

4839. 

1701 

.... 

.... 

2648. 

4171 

1270 



ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

97.4 

96.7 

94.7 

— 

— 

94  . 1 

90  0 

97  1 

— 

100.4 

103  6 

87  6 

— 

MAINE  CUMBERLAND 
WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

X 

108.2 

106.9 

116.7 

101 .7 

101 .0 

1 16.8 

120.5 

117.0 

116.6 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4489 

6956. 

2745. 

.... 

.... 

4219. 

6576. 

2745. 



.... 

4999  . 

7614 

2741 



ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

OOL 

3936 

6249. 

2293. 

- - -- 

.... 

3775. 

6049. 

2343. 

.... 

4292. 

6590. 

2185 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

87.7' 

r*  89.8 

83.5 

— 

.... 

89.5 

92.0 

85.4 

.... 

— 

85.8 

86  6 

79  7 

— 

MAINE  FRANKLIN 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

100.7 

93.8 

105.2 

76.4 

78  1 

98.7 

105.6 

96.3 

107  3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

401  1 . 

5864. 

2375. 

.... 

.... 

3046. 

4881  . 

2229- 

.... 

— 

4210. 

6020. 

2423 

.... 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3467. 

5122. 

1893. 

.... 

.... 

1826. 

4246. 

1310. 

.... 

.... 

3723. 

5203 

2205 

- - • 

- - . 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

86.4 

87.3 

79  7 

— 

.... 

60.0 

87.0 

58.8 

— 

— 

88.4 

86.4 

91  0 

MAINE  HANCOCK 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

87.8 

89.0 

81 . 1 

97.7 

97.6 

101.9 

86.3 

87.0 

77.9 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

OOL 

3498. 

5565. 

1832. 

.... 

.... 

3892. 

6101  . 

2300- 

.... 

.... 

3439. 

5489. 

1760. 

.... 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3005. 

4977. 

1542. 

.... 

.... 

3313. 

5282. 

1814. 

.... 



2948. 

4935. 

1490. 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

83.9 

89.4 

84.2 

.... 

85.1 

86.6 

78.9 

• 

— 

65.7 

89.9 

84 . 7 



MAINE  KENNEBEC 

warranted  earning 

CAPAC I TY 

X 

98.7 

93.8 

109.7 

95.6 

94.0 

109.1 

103.6 

93.3 

110.7 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3931  . 

5862. 

2478. 



.... 

3811  . 

5876. 

2464. 

.... 

.... 

4128. 

5834 

2499. 

.... 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  InC 

DOL 

3717. 

5707. 

21  16. 

.... 

.... 

3593. 

5805. 

2130. 

.... 

.... 

3923. 

5604 

2069. 

.... 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

94.6 

97.4 

85.4 

— 

— 

94.3 

98. 8 

86.8 

— 

— 

95.0 

96.0 

82.8 



. . . - 

MAINE  KNOX 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

85.9 

86.5 

86  - 7 

89.5 

94.4 

92 . 2 

83.4 

81 .5 

82  6 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3425. 

5408  . 

1957. 

.... 

.... 

3568. 

5901  . 

2081  . 

.... 

.... 

3324. 

5092  . 

1866. 



ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3137. 

4950. 

1741  . 

— 

.... 

3314. 

4933. 

1907. 

.... 

2984  . 

4964  . 

1582. 

.... 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

91 .6 

91 .5 

89.0 

— 

.... 

92.9 

836 

91  .6 

— 

— 

89.8 

97.5 

84 . 7 

— 



MAINE  LINCOLN 
WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

X 

91  .3 

90.4 

91 .2 

91 .3 

90.4 

91 .2 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3640. 

5652. 

2059. 

— 

.... 

.... 



.... 

.... 

.... 

3640. 

5652. 

2059. 

.... 

actual  median  INC 

DOL 

3214. 

5206. 

1730. 

.... 

.... 

.... 

.... 

— 

.... 

.... 

3214  . 

5206. 

1730. 



.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

08.3 

92. 1 

84.0 

— 

— 

.... 

— 

— 

— 

— 

88.3 

92 . 1 

84  0 

— 

.... 

MAINE  OXFORD 

warranted  earning 
capacity 

X 

95.2 

92.3 

96.9 

85.6 

90. 0 

87.0 

97 . 9 

93.0 

99.8 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3792. 

5772. 

2188  . 

.... 

.... 

3413. 

5624. 

1963. 

.... 

.... 

3901  . 

5813. 

2253. 



.... 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3395. 

5354. 

1073. 

.... 

.... 

3665. 

6628. 

1996. 

3332. 

5100. 

1836. 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

895 

92.8 

85.6 

— 

— 

107.4 

117.8 

101 .7 

— 

— 

85.4 

87.7 

81  .5 

— 

.... 

MAINE  PENOBSCOT 
WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

X 

91.5 

89  5 

94.8 

09.0 

87.4 

98.7 

95.9 

93. 1 

88 . 2 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3646. 

5597. 

2141  . 

...  - 

.... 

3546. 

5465. 

2228. 

— 

— 

3820. 

5821  . 

1992. 

.... 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3367. 

5250. 

1910. 

— 

.... 

3137. 

5075. 

1900. 

.... 

3744  . 

5433. 

1932. 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

92.4 

93.0 

89.2 

— 

— 

88.5 

92.9 

85.3 

— 

— 

98.0 

93.3 

97.0 

.... 

MAINE  PISCATAQUIS 
warranted  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

89.2 

86.4 

87.6 

100.9 

94.0 

1 10.2 

86.5 

04.7 

82.3 

WARRANTED  MEO  INC 

DOL 

3553. 

5398. 

1979. 

.... 

.... 

4021  . 

5877. 

2488- 

.... 

.... 

3446. 

5293. 

1858 

.... 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3281  . 

4918 . 

1794. 

.... 

.... 

3353. 

4919. 

1928. 

.... 

.... 

3266. 

4918  . 

1759. 

.... 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

92.3 

91 . 1 

90  6 

— 

.... 

83.4 

83.7 

77.5 



— 

94.8 

92.9 

94.6 



.... 

CONT INUED 


TABLE  1-- 

INDEX 

MAINE 

OF  ECONOMIC  UTILIZATION 
1970  - - CONTINUED 

FOR 

PERSONS 

IN  THE 

RURAL 

AND  URBAN 

LABOR  FORCES 

BY  SEX 

AND 

RACE.  COUNTIES 

- - T 

OTA 

L 

- - U 

R 

B A 

N 

- • 

- - R 

U 

R A L 

STATE  OR  COUNTY 

TOTAL 

WHITE  : 

0 T 

HER 

TOTAL 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

TOTAL  : 

W H 

I T E 0 T 

HER 

male  female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE  MALE 

FEMALE 

MAINE  SAGADAHOC 

warranted  earning 


CAPACITY 

% 

106.7 

103.0 

105.7 

— 

— 

109.7 

111.0 

107.9 

— 

— 

103.1 

94.3 

102.9 

— 

— 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4252. 

6438. 

2388. 

.... 

4373. 

6941  . 

2436. 

— 

4108. 

5896. 

2324. 

— 

- - - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3835. 

6080. 

2115. 



.... 

3859. 

6227. 

2234. 

- - - - 

— 

3806. 

5921  . 

1952. 



- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

90.2 

94.4 

88.6 

— 

— 

88.3 

89.7 

91 . 7 

— 

— 

92.7 

100.4 

84.0 

— 

— 

MAINE  SOMERSET 
warranted  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

% 

90.4 

82.5 

98-4 

96.3 

91  .4 

109.7 

86. 1 

76 . 8 

89.7 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3601  . 

5156. 

2221  • 

...  - 

.... 

3838. 

5712. 

2476. 



.... 

3431  . 

4801  . 

2026. 

— 

• - - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3497. 

5065. 

2104. 

.... 

3587. 

5454. 

2128- 

— 

— 

3441  . 

4750. 

2082. 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

97.1 

98.2 

94.7 

— 

• • * " 

93.5 

95.5 

85.9 

— 

— 

100.3 

99.0 

102.8 

— 

MAINE  WALDO 

warranted  earning 
capacity 

% 

83.3 

77.6 

85.8 

91  .4 

87.4 

104.8 

- 

80.4 

74.5 

78.8 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3317. 

4853. 

1937. 

- - - - 

- - - - 

3642. 

5465. 

2368. 

— 

— 

3203. 

4654. 

1778. 

— 

- - - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3231  . 

4765. 

1844. 

3591  . 

5166. 

2102. 

— 

3059. 

4613. 

1741  . 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

97.4 

98.2 

952 

— 

— 

98.6 

94.5 

88.8 

— 

— 

95.5 

99. 1 

97.9 

— 

- - - - 

MAINE  WASHINGTON 

warranted  earning 
capacity 

% 

66.0 

67 . 3 

67.9 

97.9 

94.9 

104.3 

61 .6 

63.4 

62.6 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

00  L 

2631  . 

4207. 

1534. 

.... 

- - - - 

3899. 

5929. 

2355. 

- - - - 

— 

2455. 

3964. 

1414. 

— 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

2332. 

4074  . 

1334. 

.... 

3342. 

6482. 

1901  . 

— 

— 

2179. 

3849. 

1244. 

— 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

88.6 

96.9 

87.0 

— 

• ‘ • 

85.7 

109.3 

80.7 

— 

— 

88 . 7 

97. 1 

88.0 



*■** 

MAINE  YORK 
WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

% 

96.7 

93.8 

98-  1 

91  .2 

87.4 

97.0 

104.1 

102.4 

98.8 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3855. 

5860. 

2215. 

- - - - 

3634. 

5461  . 

2190. 

— 

- - - - 

4149. 

6400. 

2232. 

.... 

- - - * 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

361 1 . 

5586. 

2075. 

.... 

* 

3403. 

5273. 

2137. 

- - - - 

...  - 

3979. 

6003. 

1986. 

.... 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

93.7 

95.3 

93.7 

— 

— 

93.6 

96.6 

97.5 

— 

— 

95.9 

93.8 

89.0 

— 

TABLE  2- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  AGE  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE  COUNTIES. 
MAINE  , 1 970  ( 1 ) 


STATE  name  - - T 0 T A L - - 


OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

99.4 

100.1 

99.8 

85.6 

101.4 

97.0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

98.0 

99. 5 

98-5 

108.0 

99.7 

97.0 

AROOSTOOK 

100.8 

99.2 

100.7 

91 . 9 

101  .4 

98.9 

CUMBERLAND 

98. 1 

99.5 

98.9 

77.5 

106.0 

96.2 

FRANKLIN 

99.9 

101.3 

98.6 

.0 

113.3 

85.8 

HANCOCK 

99.7 

100.8 

100.3 

75.7 

.0 

96.9 

KENNEBEC 

99.6 

100.9 

99.5 

84.2 

62.2 

97.3 

KNOX 

99.3 

101 . 6 

99.2 

119.6 

108.9 

96.8 

LINCOLN 

100.3 

102.4 

99.8 

.0 

113.3 

.0 

OXFORD 

101.4 

103.4 

101 . 7 

129.7 

.0 

101.0 

PENOBSCOT 

99. 1 

99. 7 

98.5 

89.5 

104.9 

96.4 

PISCATAQUIS 

101.2 

102.7 

102.5 

114.3 

.0 

100.7 

SAGADAHOC 

102.7 

102.5 

102. 1 

107.3 

110.1 

101 .2 

SOMERSET 

102.1 

102.6 

102.4 

114.3 

114.8 

99.4 

WALDO 

99. 1 

98.8 

100.8 

76.4 

.0 

98.4 

WASHINGTON 

100.1 

100.9 

102.2 

99.7 

108.6 

98.7 

YORK 

98.5 

98.1 

100.4 

69.9 

82.0 

96.2 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH 


R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL  MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALI 

98.  1 

98. 1 

84.8 

100.0 

102.0 

102.2 

101  . 9 

88 . 1 

104.5 

98. 7 

97 . 9 

107.4 

96.7 

101 .5 

101.9 

100.8 

114.3 

116.1 

96.4 

98.6 

91 . 0 

101  .9 

103.0 

102.3 

103.3 

99. 1 

100.0 

98. 3 

97 . 6 

88.0 

107.7 

101  .6 

101.4 

101.8 

64 . 3 

95.2 

90. 8 

89.9 

.0 

.0 

102.1 

102.7 

100.5 

. 0 

1 13.3 

98.9 

95.7 

40.6 

.0 

100.2 

101.0 

101.3 

84 . 4 

.0 

99. 2 

98 . 2 

84.2 

78.2 

103.5 

103.5 

101.9 

.0 

17.4 

99.6 

97.2 

122.9 

108.9 

101.2 

103.1 

100.9 

114.7 

.0 

0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

100.3 

102.4 

99.8 

. 0 

113.3 

104  8 

100.8 

.0 

.0 

101.5 

103.0 

102.0 

129.7 

0 

97  5 

96.4 

90.9 

105. 1 

103.6 

103.0 

102.5 

82 . 0 

102.3 

103.2 

100.8 

. 0 

.0 

101.3 

102.5 

103.0 

114.3 

.0 

102  4 

100.4 

116.2 

118.9 

104.4 

102.7 

104.1 

92.3 

103.8 

101.1 

100.7 

.0 

110.2 

104.1 

103.5 

104.1 

114.3 

116.8 

98  1 

103.8 

.0 

.0 

99.3 

990 

99 . 3 

76  4 

.0 

97  6 

100.9 

.0 

.0 

100.4 

101.4 

102.4 

99.7 

108.6 

95.5 

99.3 

68.6 

70.3 

101.8 

101  .6 

102.2 

117.4 

114.0 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 

TABLE  3- • ECONOMIC  INDEX  Of  EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  fOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  MAINE.  1970  (I) 


STATE  NAME 

- * T 

0 

T 

A L 

• - 

U R 

8 

A N 

• - 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 
female 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 
female 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

TOTAL 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

98.2 

97.6 

100  2 

9S.7 

92.6 

98 . 4 

98.5 

99-2 

102.2 

96.4 

90.0 

96.7 

101-3 

82.9 

85.6 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

69-2 

90.  i 

90. 7 

120.9 

102. 1 

87  2 

88 . 4 

88 . 5 

127.6 

105.6 

95  5 

95  o 

90 . 2 

89  2 

91  7 

AROOSTOOK 

90.5 

90. 2 

92  6 

102  6 

97.0 

95.9 

96.6 

95  6 

105.0 

97 . 7 

85.4 

84  5 

89  7 

85  2 

95  4 

CUMBERLAND 

106.1 

105.0 

107.4 

93.8 

91  .0 

104.3 

103.7 

105.4 

91  . 8 

90.9 

109.3 

106  9 

111.2 

990 

92  0 

FRANKLIN 

100-5 

98  5 

104.0 

.0 

202.9 

115  8 

108-7 

120.4 

.0 

.0 

98.5 

97  3 

101.6 

.0 

202.9 

HANCOCK 

101.7 

1 00.  1 

104-5 

97.1 

61  . 4 

102.4 

99. 9 

105-3 

109.2 

.0 

101.6 

100.1 

104.4 

91  • 6 

614 

KENNEBEC 

905 

98.5 

99.6 

83.5 

90.6 

98  - 2 

98  8 

98.3 

10a.  3 

90.6 

99  1 

98-o 

101.8 

49.6 

0 

Knox 

100.4 

98  9 

103  4 

8'  9 

5l  .0 

103.4 

102. 7 

104-3 

1 14. 7 

44 . 5 

98  2 

96.3 

102-6 

75.5 

57  4 

LINCOLN 

104.2 

101.8 

107.6 

.0 

81  5 

• 0 

- 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

104.2 

101.8 

107.6 

.0 

81  5 

OXFORD 

97.1 

96  7 

99.5 

121.6 

.0 

93-6 

95. 7 

93.9 

.0 

.0 

98  - 1 

96.9 

101  . 1 

121.6 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

101.3 

100.4 

103-2 

89  ■ ' 

87.5 

105.6 

104.8 

106-  1 

89.8 

88.2 

95.0 

94 . 1 

98  - 5 

84 . 7 

80 . 1 

PISCATAOUIS 

956 

93. 9 

98.8 

1 2 1 .6 

49.7 

101  -4 

100.9 

102.2 

.0 

.0 

94 . 3 

92.4 

97 . 9 

121.6 

49.7 

SAGADAHOC 

99.5 

98.7 

101  ■ 4 

106.1 

99 . 8 

101 .6 

101.4 

102-0 

105.9 

100.4 

97.0 

95.7 

100-6 

106.5 

99.0 

SOMERSET 

91  8 

90. 8 

95.6 

59.3 

78.5 

95. 1 

95.1 

97.2 

.0 

57.4 

89 . 4 

87.9 

94.4 

59.3 

84 . 4 

WALDO 

96.9 

95.3 

100.7 

109.2 

98.5 

99.1 

95. 2 

104.8 

.0 

122.4 

96.1 

95.4 

99.0 

109.2 

82 . 6 

WASHINGTON 

91 . 9 

92.0 

95-2 

75.  A 

80.5 

100.8 

99.5 

102-8 

.0 

.0 

90.5 

90.9 

94 . 0 

75.4 

80.5 

YORK 

95.6 

96. 3 

96.7 

106.0 

113.5 

91  .3 

93. 2 

91  .3 

IO7.8 

127.1 

101  -2 

100-0 

103.8 

93.4 

07.5 

(t)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  A- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  WEEKS-WORKED  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  ANO  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE 
COUNTIES.  MAINE.  1970  (1 ) 


STATE  NAME 

- • T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - 1 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

total 

state  total  -main 

98.5 

98.7 

98.2 

95.6 

90.0 

99.7 

ANPROC-COCiG  i N 

103.6 

102.3 

106.2 

106.2 

113.5 

104.3 

AROOS'OOK 

93.6 

97.6 

85.1 

114.1 

80. 1 

97.7 

CU.YCi:  ANO 

101 .9 

101 .0 

103.3 

98.6 

105.4 

101 .3 

franklin 

100.5 

99.9 

100.8 

.0 

78 . 7 

83.3 

HANCOCK 

91 .5 

95.4 

86.2 

105.2 

57.6 

99.6 

K-n lEUEC 

101 .3 

98.5 

1052 

67.8 

55.4 

101.3 

KNOX 

93.5 

96.  1 

92.2 

49.0 

84.6 

95.4 

LINCOLN 

94.0 

96.8 

92.2 

.0 

182.7 

.0 

OXFORD  *■ 

100.0 

100.8 

98.2 

76.8 

57.6 

97.8 

psnod  .ot 

94.9 

94 . 7 

95.0 

74.5 

93.7 

91  .8 

PISCATAQUIS 

96.0 

97. 1 

94.6 

137.8 

57.6 

99.5 

SAGADAHOC 

102.9 

104.1 

99.5 

126.2 

97.3 

103.8 

SOMERSET 

99.5 

97.9 

101  4 

61 .4 

92.0 

100.5 

WALDO 

95.6 

96.0 

94.1 

59.3 

41  . 1 

100.0 

WASHINGTON 

84 . 1 

88 . 4 

82.5 

79.9 

92.0 

96.7 

YOKK 

101 .3 

101.1 

99.6 

101 . 3 

78.9 

102.3 

(1)  INOEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH 


l R 

B 

A N 

- - 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

. . 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T e 

0 T 

HER 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

98.3 

102.3 

100.0 

91.4 

97.3 

99.0 

93 . 5 

85.3 

87 . 4 

102 . 3 

108.2 

112.3 

114.8 

101.4 

102.6 

99 . 3 

69.1 

109.1 

100.5 

89.5 

116.9 

81 . 9 

89.3 

94.7 

80.5 

95.1 

75.5 

99.4 

105.6 

91 .9 

109.4 

102.9 

103.6 

98.8 

108.5 

05.6 

83.2 

90.4 

.0 

.0 

103.8 

102.5 

103.1 

.0 

78.7 

101.2 

99.0 

137.0 

.0 

90.2 

94.5 

84 . 0 

97. 1 

57.6 

97.7 

107.6 

79.4 

42.8 

101  .4 

99.7 

101.0 

36.2 

153.4 

97.8 

96.4 

92.6 

95.0 

92.1 

95.0 

88.9 

41.3 

57.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

94.0 

96.0  * 

92.2 

.0 

182.7 

98. 9 

98.7 

.0 

57.6 

100.6 

101 .3 

98.0 

76.8 

57 . 6 

90.4 

95.1 

71 . 1 

93.2 

100.3 

101 . 8 

94 . 9 

98.5 

97.7 

97 . 8 

102.8 

.0 

57.6 

95. 1 

97.0 

92 . 5 

137.8 

57.6 

105.0 

101 . 7 

137.8 

156.4 

101  .8 

103.0 

96 . 7 

106.7 

76.2 

98. 3 

105.4 

.0 

16.4 

98.8 

97.7 

98 . 1 

61.4 

113.0 

100.6 

101 .3 

.0 

16.4 

94.0 

94.5 

91  .2 

59.3 

57.6 

95.9 

102.0 

.0 

.0 

82. 1 

87.2 

79.2 

79.9 

92.0 

100.1 

103.0 

101 . 7 

79.5 

99.9 

102.4 

95 . 1 

92.1 

77.2 

LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  CROUP. 


TABLE  5- - ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  EMPLOYMENT -UNEMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND 


RACE.  COUNTIES.  MAINE.  1970  11) 

STATE  NAME  - - T 0 T 

L 

- * U 

R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

county  name 

TOTAL 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 
male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

W H 

total  male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  * 

MAIN 

100.0 

100.2 

99.7 

97.5 

100.3 

100.1 

100.2 

100-0 

95.6 

99.4 

99.8 

100. 1 

99.3 

101.1 

102  4 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

99.8 

99. 8 

998 

102.0 

102.4 

99.8 

99.9 

99.8 

102.0 

102.4 

99.5 

99.5 

99.6 

102.0 

102.4 

AROOSTOOK 

990 

99  6 

98. 1 

98.7 

99.7 

98 . 6 

99.5 

97.9 

97.0 

98.5 

993 

99.7 

98 . 4 

102.0 

102.4 

CUMBERLAND 

100-4 

100.5 

100.3 

92.9 

99.7 

1003 

100.4 

100-2 

93.0 

99.4 

100.6 

100.7 

100.3 

92.3 

102.4 

franklin 

100  0 

99. 6 

100.5 

0 

102.4 

99.9 

100.8 

99.0 

.0 

.0 

100.0 

99.5 

100.8 

.0 

102.4 

HANCOCK 

99-3 

100.3 

97. 7 

102.0 

.0 

99.6 

100.0 

99. 1 

102.0 

.0 

99.3 

100.3 

97 . 4 

102.0 

.0 

KENNEBEC 

100.6 

100.3 

101 .0 

93.7 

102.4 

100.6 

100.3 

101.0 

93.7 

102.4 

100.7 

100.4 

101  1 

.0 

102  4 

KNOX 

99.5 

100.1 

98.6 

102.0 

68.4 

99.  1 

99.6 

98.6 

.0 

68.4 

99.8 

100.5 

98 . 7 

102.0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

100.0 

100.6 

99  - 0 

. 0 

102.4 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

100.0 

100.6 

99.0 

.0 

102.4 

OXFORD 

99  1 

99. 4 

98  8 

102 . 0 

.0 

99.4 

99. 5 

99.3 

.0 

.0 

99.0 

99.3 

90 . 7 

102.0 

.0 

PENOBSCOT 

100.1 

100.3 

99.7 

97. 1 

100.9 

100.3 

100.4 

100.1 

96.3 

100.7 

998 

100.2 

98 . 9 

102.0 

102.4 

PISCATAQUIS 

99. 1 

100.0 

97.5 

102.0 

.0 

101 .5 

101.6 

101.3 

.0 

.0 

98.5 

99.7 

96-4 

102.0 

.0 

SAGADAHOC 

99.2 

99  8 

987 

92.0 

93.3 

99.5 

99.8 

99.5 

89.2 

80.6 

98.9 

99.7 

97 . 7 

102.0 

102.4 

SOMERSET 

99.9 

100  1 

99.7 

102.0 

102.4 

100.3 

100.2 

100.5 

.0 

102.4 

99.6 

100.0 

98.9 

102.0 

102.4 

WALDO 

100.2 

100.7 

99.2 

102.0 

.0 

99.7 

100.8 

98.0 

.0 

.0 

100.4 

100.7 

99 . 7 

102 . 0 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

93.4 

98.6 

98. 1 

102.0 

102.4 

100.2 

100.0 

100.6 

.0 

.0 

98 . 1 

98.3 

97 . 6 

102.0 

102.4 

YORK 

100.5 

100.7 

100.1 

97.8 

102.4 

100.6 

100.8 

100.4 

97.1 

102.4 

100.3 

100.6 

99  - 8 

102.0 

102.4 

(1)  INOEXES 

WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSON 

S WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 

3 


TABLE  6 * - ECONQM I C INDEX  OF  LABOR  FORCE  STATUS  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  RURAL  AND  URBAN  PERSONS  16  YEARS  OF  AGE  AND  OVER.  BY  SEX  AND 


RACE.  COUNTIES.  MAINE.  1970  (1) 

STATE  NAME  • --TOT 

A L 

- - u 

R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

W H 

total  male 

1 T E 

female 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALI 

STATE  TOTAL  - 

MAIN 

98. 1 

97.5 

99.8 

87.4 

96.6 

99.0 

97.3 

102.6 

92 . 9 

98.0 

97.2 

97 . 7 

96 . 5 

79 . 0 

93 . 8 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

103.5  100.9 

107.3 

95.0 

123.1 

104.0 

100.8 

108.6 

98.5 

130.9 

101 .9 

101  .5 

102.6 

75.5 

98  4 

AROOSTOOK 

93.6 

95.6 

93. 1 

89.5 

83 . 6 

94.4 

96.  1 

96. 1 

88.4 

83.4 

92.8 

95.1 

89 . 9 

91.8 

84 . 1 

CUMBERLAND 

100.5 

99. 7 

102.9 

91 .0 

107.4 

100.7 

99.  1 

104.5 

92 . 5 

110.7 

100.2 

100.7 

99 . 7 

84 . 7 

88 . 8 

FRANKLIN 

100.3 

98 . 3 

102.8 

.0 

103.5 

92 . 1 

88 . 4 

101.2 

.0 

.0 

101.8 

99.8 

103.2 

. 0 

103.5 

HANCOCK 

93.6 

95.4 

92 . 7 

121.6 

52 . 6 

99 . 7 

98. 7 

102.9 

121.6 

.0 

92.6 

95.0 

91  .0 

121.6 

52.6 

KENNEBEC 

99.4 

96.4 

103.3 

81 . 1 

102.1 

99 . 1 

96. 2 

104.0 

102.0 

93.7 

99.8 

96.7 

102.2 

29 . 4 

167.2 

KNOX 

93.8 

93.2 

96. 1 

40.2 

103.5 

95.8 

95.0 

99.4 

.0 

123.1 

92.3 

92 . 1 

93 . 5 

40 . 2 

52.6 

LINCOLN 

95.2 

95.7 

95.8 

.0 

103.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

95.2 

95.7 

95 . 8 

. 0 

103.5 

oxford 

97.8 

97.7 

98. 1 

66.2 

52.6 

94 . 2 

94.6 

95-4 

.0 

52.6 

98.8 

98.5 

98 . 9 

66 . 2 

52.6 

PENOBSCOT 

96.0 

95.3 

97.3 

85.2 

90.2 

94.5 

92.6 

98. 1 

83.6 

91  .0 

98.6 

99.9 

96 . 0 

99.3 

82.9 

PISCATAQUIS 

96.8 

97.3 

96.4 

121.6 

52.6 

97 . 9 

94 . 6 

103.4 

.0 

52.6 

96.5 

97.9 

94 . 6 

121.6 

52.6 

SAGADAHOC 

99.8 

98 . 6 

101 . 8 

121 .6 

125.0 

99.2 

98.8 

100.9 

121.6 

167.2 

100.6 

98,3 

102.9 

121.6 

109.9 

SOMERSET 

99.2 

97.6 

100.8 

66.2 

132.3 

101.3 

98.9 

105-4 

.0 

167.2 

97.6 

96.8 

97  2 

66.2 

122.6 

WALDO 

96.3 

97 . 3 

94.8 

73.5 

52.6 

99.0 

99.3 

100.2 

.0 

52.6 

95.3 

96.6 

92 . 7 

73.5 

52.6 

WASHINGTON 

89.5 

91  . 4 

89.3 

87.3 

101 .7 

97.6 

99.  1 

98. 1 

.0 

.0 

88.2 

90.2 

87.8 

87 . 3 

101.7 

YORK 

99.3 

99.4 

100.1 

99.7 

99.7 

99.6 

98.  1 

102.5 

106.7 

98.4 

99.0 

100.9 

96 . 9 

75.5 

103.5 

(1)  INDEXES 

WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 

TABLE  7 - - ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  OCCUPATIONAL  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  MAINE.  1970  ( 1 ) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

* - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - • 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL  MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

r EMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

99.  A 

96.9 

100.4 

92.1 

85.9 

99.5 

996 

100.9 

91.6 

89.7 

99.3 

94 . 1 

99 . 6 

92.8 

77 . 9 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

98.6 

96.6 

99.1 

119.6 

98.3 

98.7 

97.6 

99-2 

121.3 

101  .9 

98.2 

93.4 

98  • 9 

105.3 

79.0 

AROOSTOOK 

94. 2 

89. 1 

97.5 

77.4 

92.8 

97.0 

96. 1 

97.8 

70.8 

87.6 

91  .6 

83.0 

97 . 2 

.80.9 

103.9 

CUMBERLAND 

101.0  101.1 

103.2 

92.5 

8t  .4 

99.0 

100.2 

102.7 

90.9 

83.9 

104.6 

102.  e 

104.2 

100.5 

59.7 

franklin 

99.6 

96.1 

985 

.0 

158.9 

100.4 

106.6 

100-9 

.0 

.0 

99.5 

94 . 7 

98  ■ 0 

.0 

158.9 

HANCOCK 

' 101.8 

96.  7 

99.2 

63.6 

.0 

99.6 

98,9 

100.0 

63.6 

.0 

102.2 

96.4 

99 . 0 

63.6 

.0 

KENNEBEC 

99.2 

99.0 

100.8 

98.5 

107.8 

99.2 

101.7 

100.1 

98.5 

124.5 

99. 1 

95 . 2 

102.1 

.0 

60.9 

KNOX 

98.9 

95 . 9 

96.8 

85.0 

21 .0 

98  8 

99.8 

96.2 

.0 

21 .0 

98.9 

93.3 

97 . 3 

85.0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

97.7 

93.0 

97.1 

.0 

60.9 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

97 . 7 

93.0 

97  . 1 

. 0 

60.9 

OXFORD 

99.7 

94.4 

100.5 

85.0 

.0 

98.9 

96.4 

98.3 

.0 

.0 

99.9 

93.9 

101.1 

85.0 

.0 

PENOBSCOT 

99.9 

98.8 

101  .2 

86.7 

97.4 

100.6 

101.8 

103.3 

84.4 

97.4 

98.7 

94 . 3 

97 . 0 

100.2 

97. 1 

PISCATAQUIS 

100.  1 

94.7 

97.3 

63.6 

.0 

100.0 

96.  1 

99.3 

.0 

.0 

100.1 

94.4 

96.7 

63.6 

.0 

sagaoahoc 

102. S 

99.5 

102.3 

89.9 

93.7 

104.1 

103.3 

103-2 

83.9 

60.9 

100.5 

95. 1 

101.2 

105.8 

107.8 

somerset 

97.8 

92.6 

98.6 

85.0 

131 .4 

99.8 

97.7 

100.4 

.0 

97.1 

96.3 

89.2 

96 . 8 

85 . 0 

147.0 

WALDO 

94.0 

87.6 

95.6 

72.3 

.0 

94.9 

92.9 

96-9 

.0 

.0 

93.6 

85.8 

95.1 

72 . 3 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

96.8 

91 .0 

96-5 

96.3 

48.6 

103.9 

102.8 

99-9 

.0 

.0 

95.4 

88.8 

95  • 8 

96.3 

48.6 

YORK 

101  .5 

98.1 

101 . 1 

102.5 

71  .8 

101 .3 

99.1 

100.9 

104.9 

71 .3 

101  .8 

96.9 

101.3 

89.8 

73.3 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 

TABLE  8 - - ECONOM I C INDEX  OF  INDUSTRY  EMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES,  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
MAINE . 1 970  ( 1 ) 


STATE  NAME 

- • T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - u 

1 R 

8 

A N 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

' W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

male 

female 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

female 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  .MAIN 

104.3 

101.0 

104.2 

101 . 1 

97.2 

103-3 

103.1 

103.3 

102.3 

96.9 

105.5 

98  9 

105.4 

99. 1 

97 . 9 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

109.9 

♦ 02.4 

110.5 

100.6 

89.6 

1 10.  1 

103.8 

110-5 

100.8 

87.6 

109.0 

98.0 

110  4 

99 . 5 

100.2 

AROOSTOOK 

95.6 

92.8 

97 . 0 

75.9 

101 . 1 

95.3 

96.9 

96.3 

79.  1 

98.2 

95.9 

89 . 3 

97 . 8 

70.3 

107.2 

CUMBERLAND 

101.1 

103.0 

102.3 

105.6 

90.7 

100.9 

104.1 

102.5 

106.1 

89.6 

101.4 

101.2 

101.9 

103.0 

99.5 

FRANKLIN 

112.6 

103.4 

111.0 

.0 

78.6 

94.0 

101 . 0 

93.5 

.0 

.0 

115.6 

103.8 

114.6 

.0 

78.6 

HANCOCK 

97.5 

96.  1 

97.8 

90.7 

. 0 

91 .5 

95. 9 

94.9 

90.7 

.0 

98.5 

96.2 

98 . 5 

90.7 

.0 

KENNEBEC 

101 .5 

100.3 

105.1 

105.1 

91  .8 

100.9 

102.1 

104.2 

105.1 

96.5 

102.4 

97 . 6 

106.8 

.0 

78.6 

KNOX 

99.7 

96.0 

100.5 

118.0 

78.6 

98.8 

100.0 

97.7 

.0 

78.6 

1004 

93 . 3 

103.0 

118.0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

96.6 

92.8 

99-5 

.0 

78.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

96.6 

92.8 

99  ■ 5 

. 0 

78.6 

OXFORD 

113.3 

105.2 

107.2 

118.0 

.0 

112.6 

109.6 

97.2 

.0 

.0 

113.5 

104.1 

109.9 

118.0 

.0 

PENOBSCOT 

101-0 

102.3 

98.0 

101.2 

99.9 

97.1 

102.4 

95.4 

99.4 

95.9 

107.5 

102.1 

103.0 

111.8 

141.4 

PISCATAQUIS 

115-9 

106.5 

1 100 

90.7 

.0 

103.7 

101-3 

104.0 

.0 

.0 

119.0 

107 . 7 

112.0 

90.7 

.0 

SAGAOAHOC 

110.1 

104.2 

106-9 

116.2 

180.0 

108.5 

106.0 

103-2 

125.8 

189.6 

112.0 

102.2 

111.7 

90.7 

175.8 

SOMERSET 

113.0 

103.1 

110.5 

118.0 

132.4 

108.3 

102.9 

107.8 

.0 

141  .4 

116.7 

103.2 

113.0 

118.0 

128.2 

WALDO 

102.4 

96.0 

100.0 

83.7 

.0 

106-8 

102. 1 

102.6 

.0 

.0 

100.8 

93.8 

98.9 

83.7 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

102.0 

95.0 

103-1 

103.0 

65.0 

109.7 

105.3 

107. 1 

.0 

.0 

100.5 

93.1 

102  ■ 2 

103.0 

65.0 

YORK 

111.7 

103.6 

110.1 

106.2 

112.2 

112.2 

105.2 

109.7 

110.8 

108.7 

111.0 

101 .7 

110.9 

81  .8 

121.8 

( t ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

! ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE  GROUP. 
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TABLE  9- -EMPLOYMENT . HIGHEST  FIVE  OCCUPATIONS.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MAINE.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

oc 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

• • U 

R 

8 A 

N 

- - R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

CO 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

(2) 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

•MAIN 

7 

84063 

50164 

33658 

125 

116 

42690 

24714 

17829 

64 

83 

41373 

25450 

1 5829 

61 

33 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MAIN 

6 

55148 

52189 

3835 

118 

6 

25844 

24295 

1 492 

51 

6 

29304 

27094 

1 343 

67 

0 

STATE  TOTAL 

-main 

4 

50611 

13443 

37034 

43 

91 

31270 

8312 

22846 

38 

74 

19341 

5131 

14188 

5 

17 

STATE  TOTAL 

-main 

1 

44924 

23723 

21047 

95 

59 

25539 

1 3594 

1 1842 

65 

38 

19385 

10129 

9205 

30 

21 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MAIN 

9 

39B75 

16910 

22694 

106 

165 

23552 

10141 

13233 

80 

98 

16323 

6769 

9461 

26 

67 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

7 

11376 

5521 

5830 

1 1 

14 

8918 

4257 

4641 

1 1 

9 

2458 

1264 

1 189 

0 

5 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

6 

5767 

5269 

489 

9 

0 

4262 

3855 

403 

4 

0 

1505 

1414 

86 

5 

0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

4 

4573 

1224 

3344 

0 

5 

362  7 

949 

2673 

0 

5 

946 

2 75 

671 

0 

0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

9 

41  1 5 

1798 

2293 

0 

24 

3383 

1477 

1887 

0 

19 

732 

321 

406 

0 

5 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

1 

3468 

1734 

1706 

17 

1 1 

2609 

1268 

1313 

17 

1 1 

859 

466 

393 

0 

0 

AROOSTOOK 

7 

5547 

3958 

1580 

0 

9 

2481 

1716 

756 

0 

9 

3066 

2242 

824 

0 

0 

AROOSTOOK 

6 

3663 

3479 

179 

5 

0 

1 721 

1634 

87 

0 

0 

1942 

1845 

92 

5 

0 

AROOSTOOK 

4 

3309 

882 

2407 

0 

20 

2042 

534 

1493 

0 

15 

1267 

348 

914 

0 

5 

AROOSTOOK 

9 

3229 

1046 

2143 

13 

27 

1813 

606 

1 1 73 

13 

21 

14  16 

440 

970 

0 

6 

Aroostook 

1 

3133 

1429 

1681 

5 

18 

1821 

950 

861 

5 

5 

1312 

479 

820 

0 

13 

CUMBERLAND 

7 

13590 

8563 

4992 

16 

19 

8637 

5432 

3178 

12 

15 

4953 

3131 

1814 

4 

4 

CUMBERLAND 

4 

13360 

3548 

9783 

5 

24 

9563 

2551 

6983 

5 

24 

3797 

997 

2800 

0 

0 

CUMBERLAND 

1 

10992 

5707 

5273 

6 

6 

6844 

3494 

3338 

6 

6 

4148 

2?1  3 

1935 

0 

0 

CUMBERLAND 

6 

10172 

9587 

561 

24 

0 

5881 

5563 

307 

1 1 

0 

4291 

4024 

254 

13 

0 

CUMBERLAND 

9 

8496 

3860 

4605 

8 

23 

5986 

2755 

3204 

8 

19 

2510 

1105 

1 401 

0 

4 

FRANKLIN 

7 

2642 

1486 

1 156 

0 

0 

195 

121 

74 

0 

0 

2447 

1 365 

1082 

0 

0 

franklin 

6 

1243 

1 182 

61 

0 

0 

75 

75 

0 

0 

0 

1 168 

1 107 

61 

0 

0 

franklin 

t 

952 

474 

474 

0 

4 

251 

1 16 

135 

0 

0 

701 

358 

339 

0 

4 

franklin 

4 

881 

212 

669 

0 

0 

187 

42 

145 

0 

0 

694 

1 70 

524 

0 

0 

franklin 

9 

721 

286 

435 

0 

0 

176 

70 

106 

0 

0 

545 

216 

329 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

6 

2221 

2186 

35 

0 

0 

274 

270 

4 

0 

0 

1947 

1916 

31 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

7 

1798 

1279 

519 

0 

0 

229 

129 

100 

0 

0 

1569 

1150 

4 1 9 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

1 

1515 

767 

748 

0 

0 

213 

91 

122 

0 

0 

1302 

676 

626 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

1 1 

1432 

1364 

68 

0 

0 

98 

98 

0 

0 

0 

1334 

1266 

68 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

4 

1404 

328 

1076 

0 

0 

304 

62 

242 

0 

0 

1 100 

266 

834 

0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

7 

7196 

4248 

2939 

5 

4 

4320 

2513 

1 798 

5 

4 

2876 

1 735 

114  1 

0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

4 

6978 

1423 

4550 

0 

5 

4055 

1000 

3050 

0 

5 

1923 

423 

1500 

0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

1 

5135 

2794 

2326 

10 

5 

3288 

1840 

1433 

10 

5 

1847 

954 

893 

0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

6 

5051 

4823 

222 

6 

0 

2766 

2659 

101 

6 

0 

2285 

2164 

121 

0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

9 

4581 

1894 

2677 

5 

5 

3106 

1261 

1840 

5 

0 

1475 

633 

837 

0 

5 

KNOX 

7 

2149 

1150 

993 

6 

0 

922 

476 

446 

0 

0 

1227 

674 

547 

6 

0 

KNOX 

6 

1471 

1421 

50 

0 

0 

594 

553 

41 

0 

0 

877 

868 

9 

0 

0 

KNOX 

1 

1269 

672 

597 

0 

0 

599 

330 

269 

0 

0 

670 

342 

328 

0 

0 

KNOX 

9 

1 139 

467 

672 

0 

0 

551 

254 

297 

0 

0 

588 

213 

375 

0 

0 

KNOX 

4 

1133 

314 

819 

0 

0 

583 

166 

417 

0 

0 

550 

148 

402 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

7 

1276 

701 

575 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1276 

701 

575 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

6 

1224 

1 184 

40 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1224 

1 184 

40 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

9 

931 

344 

583 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

931 

344 

583 

0 

4 

LINCOLN 

4 

889 

241 

648 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

889 

241 

648 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

* 1 1 

876 

835 

41 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

876 

835 

41 

0 

0 

OXFORD 

7 

512  V 

3358 

1763 

6 

0 

990 

758 

232 

0 

0 

4137 

2600 

1 531 

6 

0 

oxford 

6 

2357 

2179 

178 

0 

0 

497 

472 

25 

0 

0 

1860 

1707 

153 

0 

0 

OXFORD 

1 

1710 

885 

825 

0 

0 

403 

233 

170 

0 

0 

1307 

652 

655 

0 

0 

OXFORD 

4 

1489 

313 

1176 

0 

0 

355 

71 

284 

0 

0 

1 1 34 

242 

892 

0 

0 

OXFORD 

9 

1475 

590 

885 

0 

0 

432 

104 

328 

0 

0 

1043 

486 

557 

0 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

7 

9006 

6283 

2663 

28 

32 

4786 

3417 

1322 

24 

23 

4220 

2866 

1341 

4 

9 

PENOBSCOT 

4 

6709 

1941 

4731 

16 

21 

4802 

1 377 

3393 

1 1 

21 

1907 

564 

1 338 

5 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

1 

6708 

3777 

2902 

18 

1 1 

5040 

2846 

2170 

13 

1 1 

1668 

931 

732 

5 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

6 

6322 

6012 

269 

35 

6 

3130 

2944 

150 

30 

6 

3192 

3068 

1 19 

5 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

9 

5608 

2481 

3074 

32 

21 

3896 

1805 

2038 

32 

21 

1712 

676 

1036 

0 

0 

PISCATAOUIS 

7 

1 769 

1065 

704 

0 

0 

315 

172 

143 

0 

0 

1454 

893 

561 

0 

0 

P I SCAT  AOUI S 

6 

1076 

1038 

38 

0 

0 

220 

210 

10 

0 

0 

856 

828 

28 

0 

0 

PISCATAOUIS 

4 

600 

193 

407 

0 

0 

151 

49 

102 

0 

0 

449 

1 44 

305 

0 

0 

PISCATAOUIS 

1 1 

538 

488 

50 

0 

0 

59 

59 

0 

0 

0 

479 

429 

50 

0 

0 

PISCATAOUIS 

9 

533 

211 

317 

5 

0 

138 

45 

93 

0 

0 

395 

166 

224 

5 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

6 

1718 

1599 

119 

0 

0 

920 

861 

59 

0 

0 

798 

738 

60 

0 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

7 

1672 

934 

734 

0 

4 

71  1 

444 

267 

0 

0 

961 

490 

467 

0 

4 

SAGADAHOC 

4 

1363 

363 

974 

16 

10 

878 

234 

628 

16 

0 

485 

1 29 

346 

0 

10 

SAGADAHOC 

1 

1144 

618 

521 

5 

0 

691 

392 

299 

0 

0 

453 

226 

222 

5 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

9 

780 

305 

457 

12 

6 

466 

177 

275 

8 

6 

314 

1 28 

182 

4 

0 

SOMERSET 

7 

5123 

2848 

2264 

6 

5 

2052 

1015 

1032 

0 

5 

3071 

1833 

1232 

6 

0 

SOMERSET 

6 

2308 

2143 

165 

0 

0 

1008 

935 

73 

0 

0 

1300 

1208 

92 

0 

0 

SOMERSET 

4 

1509 

460 

1049 

0 

0 

801 

239 

562 

0 

0 

708 

221 

487 

0 

0 

SOMERSET 

1 

1317 

616 

697 

0 

4 

705 

289 

416 

0 

0 

612 

327 

281 

0 

4 

SOMERSET 

9 

1225 

541 

684 

0 

0 

592 

259 

333 

0 

0 

633 

282 

351 

0 

0 

WALDO 

7 

1929 

1223 

706 

0 

0 

627 

390 

237 

0 

0 

1302 

833 

469 

0 

0 

WALDO 

6 

1342 

1271 

68 

3 

0 

245 

230 

15 

0 

0 

1097 

104  1 

53 

3 

0 

WALDO 

9 

989 

417 

568 

4 

0 

263 

80 

183 

0 

0 

726 

337 

385 

4 

0 

WALDO 

1 1 

82'J 

760 

65 

4 

0 

221 

215 

6 

0 

0 

608 

545 

59 

4 

0 

WALDO 

1 

805 

388 

417 

0 

0 

258 

125 

133 

0 

0 

547 

263 

284 

0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

7 

2038 

1208 

795 

35 

0 

340 

190 

150 

0 

0 

1698 

1018 

645 

35 

0 

WASHINGTON 

6 

1600 

1524 

40 

36 

0 

301 

293 

8 

0 

0 

1299 

1231 

32 

36 

0 

WASHINGTON 

1 1 

1203 

1112 

84 

7 

0 

74 

60 

1 4 

0 

0 

1 1 29 

1052 

70 

7 

0 

WASHINGTON 

4 

1072 

277 

793 

0 

2 

257 

61 

196 

0 

0 

815 

216 

597 

0 

2 

WASHINGTON 

9 

920 

342 

530 

5 

43 

143 

46 

97 

0 

0 

777 

296 

433 

5 

43 

YORK 

7 

11825 

6339 

5445 

12 

29 

* 7167 

3684 

3453 

12 

18 

4658 

2655 

1992 

0 

1 1 

YORK 

6 

7613 

7292 

321 

0 

0 

3950 

3741 

209 

0 

0 

3663 

3551 

1 12 

0 

0 

YORK 

4 

5613 

1502 

4101 

6 

4 

3390 

904 

2476 

6 

4 

2223 

598 

1625 

0 

0 

YORK 

1 

4609 

2752 

1843 

14 

0 

2545 

1493 

1038 

14 

0 

2064 

1259 

805 

0 

0 

YORK 

9 

391  1 

1832 

2058 

9 

12 

2364 

1092 

1251 

9 

12 

1547 

740 

807 

0 

0 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO  OC/CD  COLUMN  1. 
COOF  OCCUPATION 


THE  CODES  IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENT  OCCUPATIONS  AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE  OCCUPATION 


1 PROFESSIONAL.  TECHNICAL  ANO  KINDRED  WORKERS 

2 FARMERS  AND  FARM  MANAGERS 

3 MANAGLRS.  OFFICIALS.  ANO  PROPRIETORS.  EXCEPT  FARM 

4 CLERICAL  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

5 SALES  WORKERS 

6 CRAFTSMEN.  FOREMEN.  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 


7 OPERA  I I VES  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

8 I'RIVAIE  HOUSEHOLD  WORKERS 

9 SERVICE  WORKERS.  EXCEPT  PRIVATE  HOUSEHOLD 

10  FARM  LABORERS  AND  FOREMEN 

1 1 LABORERS.  EXCEPT  FARM 


• 5 


TABLE  10- -EMPLOYMENT  HIGHEST  FIVE  INDUSTRIES.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MAINE.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

IN 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B A 

N - 

. 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

OR 

CD 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

1 T E 

0 T H 

E R 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

(2) 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

4 

115539 

75647 

39582 

179 

131 

57648 

36673 

20770 

107 

98 

57891 

38974 

18812 

72 

33 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

9 

88717 

34425 

53866 

165 

261 

50779 

19269 

31221 

1 1 1 

178 

37938 

15156 

22645 

54 

83 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

7 

57274 

32288 

24825 

57 

104 

34028 

18726 

15199 

33 

70 

23246 

13562 

9626 

24 

34 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

3 

23015 

21970 

967 

78 

0 

9637 

9045 

565 

27 

0 

13378 

12925 

402 

51 

0 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

5 

20932 

16812 

4079 

41 

0 

11067 

8359 

2674 

34 

0 

9865 

8453 

1405 

7 

0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

4 

15230 

8442 

6757 

17 

14 

11753 

6351 

5376 

17 

9 

3477 

2091 

1 381 

0 

5 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

9 

7668 

2768 

4842 

17 

41 

6105 

2181 

3866 

17 

41 

1563 

587 

976 

0 

0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

7 

5740 

3523 

2204 

4 

9 

4678 

2859 

181  1 

4 

4 

1062 

664 

393 

0 

5 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

3 

2344 

2246 

89 

9 

0 

1585 

1507 

74 

4 

0 

759 

739 

15 

5 

0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

5 

1372 

1033 

339 

0 

0 

1058 

815 

243 

0 

0 

314 

218 

96 

0 

0 

AROOSTOOK 

9 

6666 

2187  , 

, 4428 

10 

41 

3787 

1309 

2446 

10 

22 

2879 

878 

1982 

0 

19 

AROOSTOOK 

4 

6063 

4378 

1666 

5 

14 

2773 

1873 

886 

0 

1 4 

3290 

2505 

780 

5 

0 

AROOSTOOK 

7 

4472 

2528 

1914 

15 

15 

2736 

1549 

1167 

5 

15 

1736 

979 

747 

10 

0 

AROOSTOOK 

1 

3323 

3091 

21  1 

16 

5 

837 

786 

36 

10 

5 

2486 

2305 

175 

6 

0 

AROOSTOOK 

5 

1892 

1613 

279 

0 

0 

885 

748 

137 

0 

0 

1007 

865 

142 

0 

0 

CUMBERLAND 

9 

20340 

7976 

12275 

21 

68 

13346 

5022 

8243 

21  • 

60 

6994 

2954 

4032 

0 

8 

CUMBERLAND 

4 

16490 

10713 

5743 

18 

16 

10329 

6721 

3582 

14 

12 

61  61 

3992 

2161 

4 

4 

CUMBERLAND 

7 

13327 

7242 

6059 

13 

13 

8814 

4546 

4245 

10 

13 

4513 

2696 

1814 

3 

0 

CUMBERLAND 

5 

5497 

4283 

1 197 

17 

0 

3680 

2675 

988 

17 

0 

1817 

1608 

209 

0 

0 

CUMBERLAND 

6 

51  1 7 

4121 

986 

10 

0 

3558 

2865 

687 

6 

0 

1559 

1256 

299 

4 

0 

FRANKLIN 

4 

4209 

2727 

1482 

0 

0 

302 

189 

113 

0 

0 

3907 

2538 

1369 

0 

0 

FRANKLIN 

9 

1754 

679 

1071 

0 

4 

421 

140 

281 

0 

0 

1333 

539 

790 

0 

4 

FRANKLIN 

7 

1046 

566 

480 

0 

0 

255 

121 

134 

0 

0 

791 

445 

346 

0 

0 

FRANKLIN 

3 

412 

394 

18 

0 

0 

42 

42 

0 

0 

0 

370 

352 

18 

0 

0 

franklin 

1 

320 

281 

39 

0 

0 

7 

7 

0 

0 

0 

313 

274 

39 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

9 

3465 

1463 

1989 

13 

0 

500 

186 

309 

5 

0 

2965 

1277 

1680 

8 

0 

HANCOCK 

4 

2312 

1770 

542 

0 

0 

155 

102 

53 

0 

0 

2157 

1668 

489 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

7 

1809 

101  1 

798 

0 

0 

451 

230 

221 

0 

0 

1358 

731 

577 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

3 

1505 

1476 

29 

0 

0 

187 

179 

8 

0 

0 

1318 

1297 

21 

0 

0 

HANCOCK 

1 

776 

746 

30 

0 

0 

73 

63 

10 

0 

0 

703 

683 

20 

0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

9 

10138 

3824 

6294 

5 

15 

6630 

2473 

4142 

5 

10 

3508 

1351 

2152 

0 

5 

KENNEBEC 

4 

9628 

6107 

351  1 

6 

4 

5865 

3756 

2099 

6 

4 

3763 

2351 

1412 

0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

7 

6020 

3539 

2476 

5 

0 

4051 

2322 

1724 

5 

0 

1969 

1217 

752 

0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

10 

2968 

1 784 

1 184 

0 

0 

1915 

1173 

742 

0 

0 

1053 

61  1 

442 

0 

0 

KENNE3EC 

3 

2427 

2264 

158 

5 

0 

1268 

1157 

106 

5 

0 

1 159 

1107 

52 

0 

0 

KNOX 

4 

2768 

1772 

990 

6 

0 

1114 

718 

396 

0 

0 

1654 

1054 

594 

6 

0 

KNOX 

9 

2470 

975 

1492 

0 

3 

1207 

474 

730 

0 

3 

1263 

501 

762 

0 

0 

KNOX 

7 

1676 

952 

724 

0 

0 

887 

465 

422 

0 

0 

789 

487 

302 

0 

0 

KNOX 

1 

848 

728 

120 

0 

0 

150 

133 

17 

0 

0 

698 

595 

103 

0 

0 

KNOX 

3 

691 

652 

39 

0 

0 

212 

192 

20 

0 

0 

479 

460 

19 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

9 

1792 

700 

1088 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1792 

700 

1088 

0 

4 

LINCOLN 

4 

1664 

1109 

555 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1664 

1109 

555 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

7 

1279 

675 

604 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1279 

675 

604 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

3 

795 

761 

34 

0. 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

795 

761 

34 

0 

0 

LINCOLN 

1 

739 

684 

55 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

739 

684 

55 

0 

0 

OXFORD 

4 

7555 

5379 

2170 

6 

0 

1646 

1331 

315 

0 

0 

5909 

4048 

1855 

6 

0 

OXFORD 

9 

3259 

1160 

2099 

0 

0 

681 

190 

491 

0 

0 

2578 

970 

1608 

0 

0 

OXFORD  '* 

7 

1945 

1131 

814 

0 

0 

524 

235 

289 

0 

0 

1421 

896 

525 

0 

0 

OXFORD 

3 

778 

762 

16 

0 

0 

98 

93 

5 

0 

0 

680 

669 

1 1 

0 

0 

OXFORD 

5 

670 

538 

132 

0 

0 

87 

82 

5 

0 

0 

583 

456 

127 

0 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

9 

13403 

5631 

7693 

53 

26 

9546 

4051 

5421 

48 

26 

3857 

1580 

2272 

5 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

4 

12167 

8800 

3261 

61 

45 

6528 

4809 

1639 

44 

36 

5639 

3991 

1622 

17 

9 

PENOBSCOT 

7 

7493 

4157 

3301 

3 

32 

5101 

2772 

2294 

3 

32 

2392 

1385 

1007 

0 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

5 

3080 

2505 

563 

12 

0 

1879 

1415 

452 

12 

0 

1201 

1090 

1 1 1 

0 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

3 

2356 

2300 

49 

7 

0 

1016 

980 

29 

7 

0 

1340 

1320 

20 

0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

4 

2607 

1779 

828 

0 

0 

401 

260 

141 

0 

0 

2206 

1519 

687 

0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

9 

1059 

400 

654 

5 

0 

291 

105 

186 

0 

0 

768 

295 

468 

5 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

7 

761 

406 

355 

0 

0 

237 

122 

115 

0 

0 

524 

284 

240 

0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

5 

644 

582 

62 

0 

0 

120 

86 

34 

0 

0 

524 

496 

28 

0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

3 

294 

294 

0 

0 

0 

53 

53 

0 

0 

0 

241 

241 

0 

0 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

4 

3377 

2356 

1017 

0 

4 

1718 

1294 

424 

0 

0 

1659 

1062 

593 

0 

4 

SAGADAHOC 

9 

1919 

645 

1265 

9 

0 

1091 

319 

772 

0 

0 

828 

326 

493 

9 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

7 

1160 

629 

531 

0 

0 

753 

404 

349 

0 

0 

407 

225 

182 

0 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

3 

542 

512 

30 

0 

0 

271 

255 

16 

0 

0 

271 

257 

14 

0 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

10 

537 

339 

158 

24 

16 

290 

194 

66 

24 

6 

247 

145 

92 

0 

10 

SOMERSET 

4 

7134 

4582 

2541 

6 

5 

2613 

1466 

1 142 

0 

5 

4521 

3116 

1 399 

6 

0 

SOMERSET 

9 

2719 

986 

1729 

0 

4 

1499 

519 

980 

0 

0 

1220 

467 

749 

0 

4 

somerset 

7 

1975 

1 162 

813 

0 

0 

1105 

697 

408 

0 

0 

870 

465 

405 

0 

0 

SOMERSET 

3 

791 

757 

34 

0 

0 

444 

413 

31 

0 

0 

347 

344 

3 

0 

0 

somerset 

1 

685 

582 

103 

0 

0 

106 

73 

33 

0 

0 

579 

509 

70 

0 

0 

WALDO 

4 

2768 

1935 

833 

0 

0 

929 

627 

302 

0 

0 

1839 

1308 

531 

0 

0 

WALDO 

9 

1834 

730 

1097 

7 

0 

542 

177 

365 

0 

0 

1292 

553 

732 

7 

0 

WALDO 

7 

1063 

590 

469 

4 

0 

354 

207 

147 

0 

0 

709 

383 

322 

4 

0 

WALDO 

• 1 

887 

767 

120 

0 

0 

84 

84 

0 

0 

0 

803 

683 

120 

0 

0 

WALDO 

3 

691 

669 

22 

0 

0 

141 

131 

10 

0 

0 

550 

538 

12 

0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

4 

2960 

1988 

946 

26 

0 

456 

287 

169 

0 

0 

2504 

1701 

777 

26 

0 

WASHINGTON 

9 

1827 

713 

1060 

20 

34 

258 

102 

156 

0 

0 

1569 

61 1 

904 

20 

34 

WASHINGTON 

7 

1418 

693 

696 

0 

29 

315 

151 

164 

0 

0 

1103 

542 

532 

0 

29 

WASHINGTON 

1 

1016 

917 

88 

5 

6 

1 1 

1 1 

0 

0 

0 

1005 

906 

88 

5 

6 

WASHINGTON 

3 

742 

687 

15 

40 

0 

153 

143 

10 

0 

0 

589 

544 

5 

40 

0 

YORK 

4 

18607 

11810 

6740 

29 

29 

11066 

6889 

4133 

26 

18 

7541 

4921 

2607 

2 

1 1 

YORK 

9 

8404 

3588 

4790 

5 

21 

4875 

2021 

2833 

5 

16 

3529 

1567 

1957 

0 

5 

YORK 

7 

6090 

3484 

2587 

13 

6 

3767 

2046 

1709 

6 

6 

2323 

1438 

878 

7 

0 

YORK 

3 

2621 

2509 

112 

0 

0 

1217 

1162 

55 

0 

0 

1404 

1347 

57 

0 

0 

YORK 

5 

1862 

1528 

334 

0 

0 

973 

755 

218 

0 

0 

889 

773 

116 

0 

0 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO 

I N/ CD  COLUMN  1 . 

- THE 

CODES 

IN  THIS 

COLUMN 

REPRESENT  INDUSTRIES 

AS  KEYED 

BELOW: 

CODE 

1 NDUSTRY 

CODE 

industry  . 

1 

AGRICULTURE.  FORESTRY.  AND  FISHERIES 

6 

WHOLLSALE  TRADE 

2 

.MINING 

7 

RETAIL  TRADE 

3 

CONSI RUCTION 

8 

finance,  insurance,  and  real  estate 

4 

MANUf  ACTURING 

9 

services 

5 

TRANSPORTATION.  COMMUNICATION.  AND  PUBLIC 

UTILITIES  10 

GOVERNMENT 

6 


TABLE  1 1 - -UNEMPLOYMENT  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MAINE.  1970 


ST  ATE  NAME 

• - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - u 

R 

6 

A N 

. . 

• - R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

W H 

male 

I T e 

FEMALE 

0 T 

MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -MAIN 

4.2 

36 

5.0 

8.0 

3.9 

3.9 

3.4 

4.4 

12.5 

5.6 

4.5 

37 

5.0 

1 .7 

.0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

4.5 

4.3 

4.9 

.0 

.0 

4.4 

4 . 1 

4.8 

.0 

.0 

5. 1 

5.0 

5.2 

.0 

.0 

AROOSTOOK 

5.8 

4.7 

7.9 

6.5 

5.0 

6.3 

4.9 

8.4 

9.8 

7. 1 

5.4 

4 5 

7 . 3 

.0 

.0 

CUMBERLAND 

3.3 

2.9 

4.0 

17.9 

5.0 

3.5 

3.1 

4.0 

17.6 

5.6 

3.0 

2.5 

3.0 

19.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

4.2 

4.6 

3.5 

.0 

.0 

4.3 

2.3 

6.4 

.0 

.0 

4.2 

4.9 

2.9 

.0 

.0 

HANCOCK 

5.3 

3.4 

6.7 

.0 

.0 

4.8 

4.0 

6.0 

.0 

.0 

5.3 

3.3 

9.3 

.0 

.0 

KENNEBEC 

3.0 

3.3 

2.5 

16.2 

.0 

3.0 

3.3 

2.6 

16.2 

.0 

2.9 

3.2 

2.3 

.0 

0 

KNOX 

5.0 

3.7 

6.9 

.0 

62.5 

5.8 

4 . 8 

7.0 

.0 

62.5 

4 . 4 

30 

6.9 

.0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

4.1 

2.6 

6.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4 1 

2.8 

6.4 

.0 

. 0 

OXFORD 

5.7 

5.1 

6.6 

.0 

.0 

5.2 

4.9 

5.7 

.0 

0 

5.0 

5.2 

6.9 

.0 

.0 

PENOBSCOT 

3.9 

3.3 

5.0 

9.6 

2.6 

3.6 

3.1 

4.2 

11.1 

3.  1 

4.5 

3.5 

6.5 

.0 

.0 

P I SCAT AQU I S 

5.7 

3.6 

9.0 

.0 

.0 

1 .4 

.8 

2.1 

.0 

.0 

6.7 

4.5 

11.0 

.0 

.0 

SAGADAHOC 

5.4 

4.3 

6.9 

19.5 

16.7 

4.9 

4.2 

5.4 

25.0 

40.0 

6.1 

4.5 

8.7 

.0 

.0 

SOMERSET 

4.2 

3.8 

5.0 

.0 

.0 

3.6 

3.6 

3.5 

.0 

.0 

4.7 

3.9 

6.4 

.0 

.0 

■A  LOO 

3.7 

2.5 

6.0 

.0 

.0 

4.6 

2.3 

8.1 

.0 

.0 

3.4 

2.6 

5.0 

.0 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

7.0 

6.7 

7.9 

.0 

.0 

3.7 

3.9 

3.4 

.0 

.0 

7.6 

7.2 

8.8 

.0 

0 

YORK 

3-2 

2.6 

4.2 

8.2 

.0 

3.0 

2.4 

3.7 

9.6 

.0 

3.5 

2.8 

•4.9 

.0 

.0 

TABLE  12- 

-LABOR  FORCE  AS 

a percentage  of 

TOTAL 

POPULATION.  RURAL  AND 

URBAN. 

8Y  SEX 

AND  RACE, 

, COUNTIES. 

Jfc 

MAINE.  1970 

STATE  NAME 

. - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- 

. 

- - u 

R 

B A 

N 

- . 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

i t e 

0 T 

H 

E R 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MA1N 

36.4 

48.5 

29.0 

22.1 

23.1 

39.6 

40.7 

31 .5 

21 . 1 

23.9 

37.2 

48  4 

26  3 

24 . 4 

21 .5 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

42.2 

51 .4 

33.9 

45.6 

53.8 

43.4 

52.2 

35.6 

47.7 

57.4 

38.7 

49.  1 

28  9 

33.3 

40.0 

AROOSTOOK 

31 .8 

41  .2 

230 

6.9 

13.0 

31 . 1 

38.4 

25.0 

5.5 

12.9 

32.5 

44.0 

21.1 

14 . 5 

13.0 

CUMBERLAND 

40.4 

50.1 

31 .5 

26.7 

30.2 

41.5 

50.9 

33.3 

36.0 

34.2 

38.5 

49.0 

28.2 

11.8 

14.8 

FRANKLIN 

3?. 6 

49.3 

30.5 

.0 

44 . 4 

39.9 

48.5 

33.8 

.0 

.0 

39.6 

49.4 

29.8 

.0 

44 . 4 

HANCOCK 

36.7 

48.3 

25.4 

52.0 

.0 

41 .4 

51  .6 

32.4 

100.0 

.0 

36.0 

47.8 

2A.3 

40.0 

0 

KENNEBEC 

39.7 

48 , 9 

31.2 

38.1 

31.7 

40.5 

49.7 

32.5 

52.9 

27.5 

38.5 

47.8 

29.2 

.0 

55.6 

KNOX 

37.5 

47.9 

28.0 

9.2 

21 . 1 

39.  1 

49.5 

30.3 

.0 

33.3 

36.4 

46.8 

26.2 

11.8 

.0 

LINCOLN 

38.2 

49.9 

27.3 

.0 

44.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

38.2 

49.9 

27.3 

.0 

44 . 4 

OXFORD 

38.  1 

49.5 

27.4 

22.2 

.0 

35.7 

46.8 

25.6 

.0 

.0 

38.8 

50.2 

27.9 

22.2 

.0 

PENOBSCOT 

37.7 

48.3 

27.5 

33.7 

21.4 

38.0 

47 . 8 

29.0 

34.6 

21 .4 

37.2 

49.2 

25.1 

28.6 

21  .4 

PISCATAQUIS 

39.2 

51  .6 

27.5 

41 .7 

.0 

40. 1 

48 . 7 

32.5 

.0 

.0 

39.0 

52.2 

26  2 

41  . 7 

0 

SAGAOAHOC 

38.7 

48.0 

29.8 

43.6 

35.8 

39.7 

49.8 

30.2 

66.7 

76.9 

37.5 

46.1 

29.2 

19.6 

25.9 

SOMERSET 

38.8 

489 

29  0 

15.4 

50.0 

41.3 

50-5 

33.1 

.0 

55.6 

37.1 

47.8 

26.0 

19.4 

47.0 

WALDO 

37.6 

49.6 

25.6 

37.9 

.0 

41.3 

54.3 

30.1 

.0 

.0 

36.3 

48.2 

23.9 

37.9 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

34.2 

45.8 

23.2 

37.6 

25.3 

39.7 

50.6 

29.7 

.0 

.0 

33.3 

45.0 

22.1 

37.6 

25.3 

YORK 

38.9 

49.2 

29.4 

12.3 

25. 9 

39.1 

47.6 

31  .4 

11  .0 

22.4 

38.7 

51 .2 

26.7 

37.5 

44 . 4 

7 


TABLE  1 3 - - LABOR  FORCE  PARTICIPATION  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SELECTED  AGE-GROUPS.  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  MAINE.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

OR 

'—•It 

AGE 

*■  - - r 

‘0 

W H 

T <*» 

I T E 

A L 

0 T 

HER 

- - U 

R 

W H 

I T E 0 T H 

E R 

- • R 

U 

W H 

R 

I T E 

A L 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

CD 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

•MAIN 

1 

3B.8 

42.9 

34.5 

50.7 

23.0 

42.6 

45.4 

39.7 

64.4 

25.  1 

34.1 

40.0 

27.8 

46.8 

16  7 

STATE  TOTAL 

•MAIN 

2 

67.0 

81 .3 

52.8 

92.3 

34.9 

67 . 1 

77.8 

56.0 

92.4 

37.2 

66.8 

86.8 

48 . 2 

91  .0 

28.6 

STATE  TOTAL 

•MAIN 

3 

60.7 

95. 1 

43.1 

95.1 

36.4 

69.8 

95. 1 

45.2 

97.7 

39.8 

67.6 

95.2 

41 . 1 

07.9 

30.2 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MAIN 

4 

73.5 

95.1 

52.7 

91 .2 

56.2 

74 . 2 

95.3 

54.9 

93.8 

56.3 

72.7 

94 . 8 

50.5 

85.6 

56.2 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MAIN 

5 

68.3 

86.7 

51  4 

68.9 

49.4 

70.4 

07.7 

55.4 

70.3 

47.5 

66.2 

85.7 

47.0 

65.7 

52.3 

STATE  TOTAL 

•MAIN 

6 

16.3 

23.4 

11.2 

22.9 

15.1 

16.5 

23.9 

1 1 .9 

41  .8 

14.9 

16.0 

23.0 

10.3 

11.1 

15.4 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

1 

49.4 

55.4 

44.5 

.0 

26.7 

52.8 

58.3 

40.3 

.0 

44 . 4 

38.3 

46.5 

31  . 3 

.0 

.0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

2 

73.5 

87.6 

62.4 

64.3 

64.3 

73.0 

85.7 

64.3 

64.3 

64.3 

72.7 

93.9 

56.7 

.0 

.0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

3 

72.2 

96.2 

49.9 

100.0 

100.0 

74 . 2 

96.7 

52.9 

100.0 

100.0 

67.0 

94 . 9 

42.5 

100.0 

.0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

4 

70.3 

95.0 

62.2 

100.0 

100.0 

78.8 

94 . 7 

64.0 

100.0 

100.0 

76.7 

95.7 

56.4 

.0 

100.0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

5 

72.7 

89 . 1 

58.3 

.0 

73.7 

73.0 

80.6 

59.6 

.0 

64. 3 

72.0 

90.8 

53.8 

.0 

100.0 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

6 

16.6 

23.8 

12.2 

.0 

24.0 

17.0 

24.0 

12.1 

.0 

37.5 

16.0 

20.5 

12.5 

.0 

.0 

AROOSTOOK 

1 

30.7 

37.5 

23.9 

83.3 

25.6 

37 . 1 

43.4 

30.2 

100.0 

25.0 

23.0 

31 .0 

17.2 

.0 

26.3 

AROOSTOOK 

2 

65.1 

05.0 

39.5 

95.0 

37.9 

66.8 

82.8 

43.0 

94.2 

45.8 

62.0 

90.0 

34.3 

100.0 

.0 

AROOSTOOK 

3 

64.5 

95.9 

34.3 

100.0 

22.4 

66.0 

97.5 

34.8 

100.0 

25.7 

.62.7 

94.0 

33.7 

100.0 

10.0 

AROOSTOOK 

4 

71  .0 

95.6 

46.  1 

92.2 

34.8 

71  .6 

96.8 

46.7 

90.1 

30.3 

70.4 

94.3 

45.5 

100.0 

44.4 

AROOSTOOK 

5 

64.9 

83.3 

47.0 

50.0 

23.  1 

67.9 

05.8 

51 .4 

100.0 

.0 

62.3 

81  .2 

43. 1 

.0 

42.9 

AROOSTOOK 

6 

16.2 

24.2 

9.2 

44.4 

.0 

15.9 

23.2 

10.6 

44.4 

.0 

16.5 

24.9 

7.9 

.0 

.0 

CUMBERLAND 

1 

44.2 

46.7 

41 .4 

77.8 

.0 

47.2 

49.2 

45.4 

66.7 

.0 

38. 1 

42 . 3 

32.8 

100.0 

.0 

CUMBERLAND 

2 

70.2 

83.6 

58.2 

92.5 

54.5 

70.4 

82. 1 

60.7 

80.9 

52.0 

69.8 

86.3 

53.0 

100.0 

62.5 

CUMBERLAND 

3 

68.6 

95.0 

43.5 

93.5 

45.0 

69.0 

95.5 

45.8 

88.9 

61  .4 

67.0 

94.5 

40.4 

100.0 

.0 

CUMBERLAND 

4 

73.4 

95.6 

52.7 

100.0 

73.2 

74.3 

95.4 

55.1 

100.0 

68.8 

71 .9 

95.9 

48.0 

100.0 

100.0 

CUMBERLAND 

5 

71  .0 

89.3 

54.9 

65.9 

58.3 

71 .8 

89.3 

57.1 

71  .4 

58.3 

69.6 

89.3 

50.7 

44.4 

.0 

CUMBERLAND 

6 

17.8 

26.3 

12.3 

27.3 

35.5 

17.5 

25.7 

12.6 

25.0 

25.9 

10.6 

27.6 

11.5 

30.0 

100.0 

FRANKLIN 

1 

33.9 

38.2 

30.7 

.0 

.0 

28.6 

35.4 

25.1 

.0 

.0 

36.4 

39. 1 

34 . 1 

.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

2 

63. 1 

75.0 

537 

.0 

.0 

50.0 

49.0 

50.6 

.0 

.0 

68.6 

84.0 

55.2 

.0 

.0 

franklin 

3 

74. 1 

97.8 

50.6 

.0 

.0 

82.9 

94.7 

70. 1 

.0 

.0 

73.4 

98.0 

49. 1 

.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

4 

76.1 

95.3 

57.3 

.0 

.0 

78.0 

96.2 

63.0 

.0 

.0 

75.9 

95.3 

56.6 

.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

5 

69.4 

87.6 

52.0 

.0 

100.0 

76.0 

91 .7 

63. 1 

.0 

.0 

68.5 

87.0 

50.4 

.0 

100.0 

FRANKLIN 

6 

20.9 

28.3 

15.0 

.0 

.0 

20.6 

32.1 

14.2 

.0 

.0 

21  .0 

27.7 

15.2 

.0 

.0 

HANCOCK 

1 

32.8 

39.0 

25.3 

100.0 

.0 

40.6 

48.9 

48.2 

.0 

.0 

29.7 

37.3 

20.5 

100.0 

0 

HANCOCK 

2 

60.1 

70.3 

46.9 

100.0 

.0 

68.5 

88.2 

48.7 

.0 

.0 

59.1 

60.5 

46 . 6 

100.0 

0 

HANCOCK 

3 

66.4 

95.8 

38.4 

100.0 

.0 

72.9 

97.9 

50.0 

.0 

.0 

65.7 

95.5 

37.0 

100.0 

.0 

HANCOCK 

4 

71 .7 

97.0 

47.1 

100.0 

.0 

77.6 

97.0 

61 .8 

.0 

.0 

70.6 

96.8 

43.9 

100.0 

.0 

HANCOCK 

5 

64.0 

87.6 

42.5 

.0 

.0 

65. 1 

85.5 

47.0 

.0 

. 0 

63.9 

07.9 

41  .0 

.0 

.0 

HANCOCK 

6 

19.4 

26.9 

13.6 

100.0 

.0 

23.7 

30.7 

18.5 

100.0 

.0 

18.7 

26.4 

12.8 

.0 

.0 

KENNZBEC 

1 

42.3 

45.7 

38.9 

.0 

50.0 

45.4 

47.6 

43.5 

.0 

33.3 

36.6 

42.3 

30.8 

.0 

100.0 

KENNEBEC 

2 

65.6 

77.9 

55.4 

100.0 

.0 

66.2 

73.7 

59.7 

100.0 

.0 

64.3 

87.4 

45.9 

.0 

. 0 

KENNEBEC 

3 

71  .0 

93.6 

48.7 

68.8 

100.0 

70.5 

92.8 

49.6 

100.0 

100.0 

71  .7 

94.5 

47.4 

.0 

.0 

KENNEBEC 

4 

74.9 

93.6 

57.7 

.0 

.0 

73.6 

93.3 

55.8 

.0 

.0 

76.8 

94.0 

60.5 

.0 

.0 

KENNEBEC 

5 

67.0 

83.0 

53.7 

52.6 

35.7 

68. 4 

83.9 

55.1 

66.7 

35.7 

66.7 

81 .7 

51  .0 

.0 

.0 

KENNEBEC 

6 

16.0 

21  .9 

12.0 

.0 

.0 

15.6 

23.3 

11.1 

.0 

.0 

16.7 

20. 1 

13.8 

.0 

.0 

KNOX 

1 

30.7 

32.4 

29.2 

.0 

.0 

34.9 

44.4 

26.2 

.0 

.0 

27.7 

23.9 

31 .3 

.0 

0 

KNOX 

2 

66. 

82.1 

49.7 

.0 

100.0 

73.0 

83.6 

60.9 

.0 

100.0 

61  .9 

81 . 1 

42.5 

.0 

.0 

KNOX 

3 

65.1 

88.0 

41  .8 

28.6 

.0 

69.0 

96.9 

37.8 

100.0 

.0 

62.3 

81 .1 

44.5 

.0 

.0 

KNOX 

4 

69.0 

90.0 

48.7 

50.0 

100.0 

68.7 

92.7 

49.0 

100.0 

100.0 

69.2 

88.6 

48.5 

.0 

.0 

KNOX 

5 

66.4 

84..  6 

49.5 

54.5 

.0 

69.3 

84.4 

56.2 

.0 

.0 

64.3 

8.4.7 

44.5 

54.5 

.0 

KNOX 

6 

18.7 

24*.  1 

15.3 

.0 

.0 

22.6 

23.6 

21 .9 

.0 

.0 

15.4 

24.3 

0.7 

.0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

1 

44 . 1 

46.2 

42.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

44 . 1 

46.2 

42.0 

0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

2 

67.5 

92.0 

47.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

67.5 

92.0 

47.5 

.0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

3 

66.9 

97.6 

37.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

66.9 

97.6 

37.3 

.0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

4 

73.7 

92.7 

56. 1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

73.7 

92.7 

56.1 

.0 

.0 

LINCOLN 

5 

64.0 

84.1 

45.2 

.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

64.0 

84 . 1 

45.2 

.0 

100.0 

LINCOLN 

6 

15.1 

20.0 

11.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

15.1 

20.0 

11.4 

.0 

.0 

OXFORD 

1 

35.2 

39.8 

30.8 

.0 

.0 

30.0 

28.8 

31  .4 

.0 

.0 

36.8 

43.3 

30.6 

.0 

0 

OXFORD 

2 

68.2 

89.7 

48 . 7 

.0 

.0 

59.7 

80.6 

43.6 

.0 

.0 

71 . 1 

92.5 

50.6 

.0 

.0 

OXFORD 

3 

68.6 

96.7 

43.7 

.0 

.0 

66. 1 

94.2 

36.4 

.0 

.0 

69.3 

97.4 

45.4 

.0 

0 

OXFORD 

4 

73.5 

96.5 

49.7 

100.0 

.0 

68.8 

96.2 

46.0 

.0 

.0 

74.7 

96.5 

50.8 

100.0 

0 

OXFORD 

5 

69.  1 

87.0 

51 .4 

.0 

.0 

68. 1 

88.5 

49.4 

.0 

.0 

69.4 

87.7 

52.0 

.0 

C 

OXFORD 

6 

12.8 

16.5 

10.0 

.0 

.0 

10. 1 

9.1 

10.8 

0 

.0 

13.5 

18.2 

9.7 

.0 

c 

PENOBSCOT 

1 

33.5 

35.8 

31 .5 

32.1 

12.2 

33.7 

34.2 

33.7 

25.5 

13.0 

33.2 

39.2 

26.4 

100.0 

PENOBSCOT 

2 

58.2 

67.2 

48.8 

77.1 

28.6 

55.8 

60.9 

50.2 

74.2 

23.5 

65.2 

87.0 

45.2 

100  0 

36  « 

PENOBSCOT 

3 

66.6 

93 . 3 

40.4 

85.3 

51.5 

66.4 

91 .2 

41 . 7 

80.8 

60.0 

66.9 

96.3 

38.7 

100  0 

38  5 

PENOBSCOT 

4 

71  . 7 

95.6 

48.2 

87.8 

53.1 

71  .4 

95.7 

48 . 7 

87.8 

56.0 

72.0 

95 . 4 

47.6 

.0 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

5 

67.7 

87.5 

49.4 

67.1 

39.2 

67.8 

87.7 

50.5 

62.5 

39.2 

67.6 

87.1 

47.5 

100  0 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

6 

14.5 

21  .8 

9.5 

19.0 

.0 

14.4 

22.0 

9.7 

28.6 

.0 

14.8 

21  .4 

9.2 

0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

1 

33.5 

38.3 

28.5 

.0 

.0 

36.5 

35.3 

37.9 

.0 

.0 

32.6 

39.2 

26.0 

0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

2 

67.4 

92.8 

469 

.0 

.0 

61  .5 

88.3 

38.4 

.0 

.0 

68.5 

93.7 

48.2 

0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

3 

69. 1 

95.5 

39*.  0 

100.0 

.0 

80.5 

100.0 

59.5 

.0 

.0 

67.0 

94.7 

36. 1 

100.0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

4 

77.4 

94 . 6 

60.9 

.0 

.0 

74.6 

92.2 

58.4 

.0 

.0 

78.2 

95.3 

61 .7 

.0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

5 

67.3 

88.6 

46.7 

.0 

.0 

75.7 

89.0 

63.6 

.0 

.0 

65.5 

80.5 

42.9 

.0 

0 

PISCATAQUIS 

6 

12.3 

18.1 

-7 . 8 

.0 

.0 

12.9 

15.7 

11.4 

.0 

.0 

12. 1 

18.7 

6.7 

.0 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

1 

37.6 

38.0 

37 . 1 

100.0 

.0 

37.5 

35.9 

38.9 

.0 

.0 

37.8 

40. 1 

34.5 

100.0 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

2 

67.4 

91 .7 

46.8 

100.0 

33.3 

67.5 

89.4 

48.3 

.0 

.0 

67.4 

95.0 

44.8 

100.0 

33  3 

SAGADAHOC 

• 3 

71  .4 

97.3 

44.5 

100.0 

100.0 

69.2 

97.1 

37.6 

100.0 

.0 

73.8 

97.6 

51 .3 

100.0 

100  0 

SAGADAHOC 

4 

78.0 

97.6 

582 

100.0 

100.0 

76.7 

96.8 

58.1 

100.0 

100.0 

79.2 

98.3 

58.2 

100.0 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

5 

69.9 

86.4 

54.6 

100.0 

.0 

71  .0 

07. 1 

56.4 

100.0 

.0 

68.5 

85.7 

52.4 

.0 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

6 

14.4 

20.7 

9.4 

.0 

.0 

13.9 

18.9 

10.6 

.0 

.0 

15.0 

22.5 

7.5 

.0 

. 0 

SOMERSET 

1 

37.7 

43.9 

30.3 

.0 

.0 

42 .4 

51  .0 

34.0 

.0 

.0 

34.2 

39.4 

27.0 

.0 

.0 

SOMERSET 

2 

68.4 

89.2 

53.5 

.0 

.0 

75.2 

91 .4 

63.5 

.0 

.0 

63.0 

87.5 

45.5 

.0 

.0 

SOMERSET 

3 

70.8 

95.7 

47.3 

100.0 

100.0 

69.2 

95.5 

46.1 

.0 

100.0 

71  . 7 

95.6 

48.0 

100.0 

.0 

SOMERSET 

4 

74  1 

93.5 

54.1 

.0 

100.0 

77.8 

94.5 

62.3 

.0 

.0 

71 .3 

92.8 

47.4 

0 

100  0 

SOMERSET 

S 

67.5 

84.3 

51  .5 

.0 

36.4 

71 . 9 

88.3 

57.5 

.0 

.0 

64.4 

81  . 7 

46.9 

0 

36  4 

SOMERSET 

6 

14.9 

20.2 

10.0 

.0 

.0 

16.4 

19.3 

14.6 

.0 

.0 

13.5 

20.8 

7.0 

.0 

.0 

WALDO 

1 

36.4 

44.3 

26.9 

44.4 

.0 

40.6 

56.2 

25.1 

.0 

.0 

35.1 

41  .0 

27.5 

44 . 4 

.0 

WALDO 

2 

73.7 

88.7 

59.1 

.0 

.0 

79.4 

97.5 

63.5 

.0 

.0 

71  .7 

85.9 

57.4 

.0 

.0 

WALDO 

3 

68.8 

95.0 

41  .9 

100.0 

.0 

68.7 

90.2 

48.3 

.0 

.0 

68.8 

97.5 

39.9 

100.0 

.0 

WALDO 

4 

67.6 

91  .8 

44.6 

.0 

.0 

75.3 

92.4 

50.0 

.0 

.0 

65.1 

91  .6 

40.4 

.0 

.0 

WALDO 

5 

64.4 

84.6 

43.9 

100.0 

.0 

69.6 

84.2 

56.4 

.0 

.0 

62.2 

85.1 

38.6 

100.0 

.0 

WALDO 

6 

14.7 

22.3 

8.9 

.0 

.0 

12.1 

24.7 

5.1 

.0 

,0 

15.9 

21 .5 

10.8 

.0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

1 

31 .3 

42.7 

21.0 

13.8 

.0 

53.5 

69.3 

38.2 

.0 

.0 

28.1 

38.8 

18.5 

13.8 

0 

WASHINGTON 

2 

60.9 

80.7 

43.6 

100.0 

.0 

69.7 

82.9 

59.0 

.0 

.0 

59.4 

80  3 

40.7 

100.0 

0 

SEE  FOOTNOTE  AT  END  OF  TABLE.  CONTINUED 
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TABLE  13*- LABOR  FORCE  PARTICIPATION  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SELECTED  AGE-GROUPS.  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  MAINE.  1970* -CONTINUED 


) 


STATE  NAME 
OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

WASHINGTON 

WASHINGTON 

WASHINGTON 

WASHINGTON 

YORK 

YORK 

YORK 

YORK 

YORK 

YORK 


U R B A 
WHITE 
MALE  FEMALE 


N - - 

other 

MALE  FEMALE 


- - T 

AGE 

CD  TOTAL 

3 61.5 

4 69.7 

5 59.5 

6 14.8 

1 41.8 

2 72.6 

3 71.1 

4 74.3 

5 69.1 

6 16.3 


OTA 
WHITE 
MALE  FEMALE 

91.2  34.9 

90.4  49.2 

79.1  39.9 

22.7  8.3 

45.6  36.5 

86.6  54.2 

97.4  44.3 

97.1  53.7 

88.7  51.5 

25.3  10.1 


L - - 

other 
male  female 

100.0  51.6 

84.6  62.1 

100.0  56.9 

19.5  15.0 

90.4  71.4 

100.0  .0 

100.0  18.0 
100.0  75.0 

84.4  90.5 

52.6  .0 


total 

62.1  88.6 

76.2  91.6 

62.4  81.0 

17.8  33.5 

43.9  45.1 

72.8  84.0 

72.4  97.0 

74.8  96.7 

71.2  89.5 

16.7  25.8 


39  0 

.0 

60.6 

.0 

46 . 5 

.0 

8.0 

.0 

41  .0 

90.4 

54.9 

100.0 

46.9 

100.0 

55.4 

1000 

55.2 

78.3 

10.8 

100.0 

TOTAL 

.0  61.4 

.0  68.5 

.0  59.1 

.0  14.3 

71.4  38.5 

.0  72.1 

11.8  69.5 

63.6  73.8 

100.0  66.4 

.0  15.7 


U 

R 

W H 

I T E 

male 

FEMALE 

91 .7 

34  1 

90.2 

47  2 

78.8 

38  8 

21  . 5 

8 . 4 

46.5 

29.9 

93.2 

53.0 

97.9 

41.3 

97.5 

51  .6 

87.6 

46 . 4 

24.7 

8.9 

A L - - 
OTHER 
MALE  female 

100  0 51.6 

84  6 62.1 

100.0  56  9 

19.5  15.0 

.0  0 

0 0 

.0  31.3 

100.0  100.0 

100.0  75.0 

.0  0 


FOOTNOTE  TO  AGE/CD  COLUMN  1 - THE  CODES  IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENTS  AGE-GROUPS  AS  KEYEO  BLLOW: 


CODE 


AGE-GROUP 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


16-19 
20-24 
25  34 
35-44 
45-64 

65  AND  OVER 


TABLE  1 4 - - PER  CAPITA  INCOME  (DOLLARS).  IN  1969.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  POPULATION.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MAINE 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B A 

N 

- - 

- • R 

U 

R A 

L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HEP 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

STATE  total  -MAIN 

2550 

3859 

1319 

2272 

846 

2647 

3984 

1442 

2408 

843 

2450 

3736 

1 187 

1971 

854 

ANDROSCOGGIN 

2556 

3841 

1403 

3890 

1915 

2620 

3886 

1503 

3877 

1940 

2367 

3710 

1095 

3967 

1822 

AROOSTOOK 

2052 

3143 

967 

2106 

624 

2254 

3400 

1064 

2195 

527 

1846 

2809 

869 

164  1 

850 

CUMBERLAND 

2946 

4476 

1548 

2262 

1 164 

2882 

4352 

1597 

2376 

1 1 79 

3053 

4673 

1 461 

2081 

1 107 

FRANKLIN 

2342 

3513 

1236 

0 

91  1 

2501 

3872 

1537 

0 

0 

2316 

3465 

1 1 79 

0 

91  1 

HANCOCK 

2510 

3875 

1181 

2894 

105 

2571 

3940 

1382 

2500 

0 

2501 

3866 

1 148 

2993 

105 

KENNEBEC 

2692 

401  1 

1471 

2640 

227 

2767 

4161 

1546 

3423 

139 

2578 

3798 

1 347 

609 

722 

KNOX 

2560 

3839 

1356 

3100 

282 

2792 

4298 

1500 

2554 

331 

2396 

3537 

1 246 

3250 

196 

LINCOLN 

2571 

3965 

1275 

0 

2006 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2571 

3965 

1 275 

0 

2006 

oxford 

2387 

3660 

1176 

2306 

0 

2391 

3776 

1128 

0 

0 

2386 

3628 

1 190 

2306 

0 

PENOBSCOT 

2462 

3748 

1238 

1778 

987 

2532 

3846 

1324 

1005 

909 

2350 

3599 

1099 

1631 

1831 

PISCATAQUIS 

2387 

3699 

1134 

1896 

0 

2657 

3881 

1561 

0 

0 

2323 

3658 

1030 

1896 

0 

SAGADAHOC 

2542 

3872 

1276 

3791 

904 

2701 

4102 

1413 

4750 

1715 

2364 

3627 

1115 

2782 

708 

SOMERSET 

2367 

3425 

1343 

1869 

1778 

2587 

3765 

1541 

0 

778 

22  1 5 

3206 

1 195 

2352 

2170 

WALDO 

2389 

3564 

1225 

1024 

63 

2765 

4157 

1564 

0 

250 

2261 

3301 

1098 

1024 

0 

WASHINGTON 

2069 

3302 

933 

1564 

61  1 

2633 

4246 

1135 

0 

0 

1981 

3152 

900 

1564 

61  1 

YORK 

2630 

3962 

1352 

2776 

764 

2570 

3792 

1400 

2668 

748 

2708 

4184 

1291 

4913 

851 

TABLE  15- - PURCHASING  POWER  OF  LABOR  FORCE  EARNING  CAPACITY  BY  COUNTY 
MAINE.  1969  1/  1/ 


STATE  OR  COUNTY 

factor 

STATE  RECORD 

98 

androscoggi n 

101 

AROOSTOOK 

96 

CUMBERLAND 

101 

FRANK  LIN 

96 

HANCOCK 

96 

KENNEBEC 

96 

KNOX 

96 

LINCOLN 

96 

OXFORD 

96 

PENOBSCOT 

96 

PISCATAQUIS 

96 

SAGADAHOC 

96 

SOMERSET 

96 

WALDO 

96 

WASHINGTON 

96 

YORK 

96 

1/  FOR  FACTOR  DERIVATION  SEE  EXPLANATORY  NOTES. 


9 


MASSACHUSETTS 


< 


TABLE  1-' INDEX  Or  ECONOMIC  UTILIZATION  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  UROAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES 
MASSACHUSETTS.  1970 


- - T 0 

T 

A t - - 

STATE  OR  COUNTY 

: TOTAL  : W H 

I T E 

OTHER  TOTAL 

: MALE 

FEMALE 

male  female 

MASS  STATE  RECORD 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity  X 

1 04 . 0 

107.4 

114.6 

77.2 

102.5 

102.3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4740. 

7623 

2938. 

5480. 

2629. 

4629. 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4359. 

7006. 

2519. 

5007. 

2754  . 

4295- 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

92.0 

93  0 

857 

91 .4 

104.8 

92.8 

MASS  BARNSTABLE 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

% 

96.2 

99.4 

97  7 

72.5 

86.9 

93.9 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3833  . 

621  1 . 

2207. 

4533. 

1963. 

3740. 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4038  . 

6406. 

2037. 

4394. 

1669. 

3701  - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

105.3 

103.1 

92.3 

96.9 

85.0 

101 . 1 

MASS  BERKSHIRE 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPAC I TY 

X 

96.5 

99.9 

108  4 

72.2 

81  .4 

93.9 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4371  . 

6953. 

2726. 

5026. 

2046. 

4164. 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4214. 

6773. 

2315. 

4736. 

1630. 

4172. 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

96.4 

97 . 4 

84.9 

94.2 

80.1 

100.2 

MASS  BRISTOL 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

87.7 

86.5 

995 

65.2 

96.2 

83.2 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3891  . 

6022. 

2501  . 

4536. 

2419. 

3691  . 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3853. 

6160. 

2451  . 

4829. 

2834  . 

3768. 

ECON  UT I LIZAT ION 

X 

99.0 

102.3 

98.0 

106.5 

117.2 

102. 1 

MASS  DUKES 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPAC I TY 

X 

91  4 

98.0 

929 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3643. 

6128. 

2098. 

.... 

- - - - 

- - - * 

actual  median  INC 

DOL 

3685. 

6143. 

1864. 

.... 

- - - - 

- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

101 .2 

100.3 

886 

— 

— 

MASS  ESSEX 

warranted  earning 
capacity 

X 

107.2 

112.1 

112.6 

95.2 

88.9 

104.5 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4934. 

8089  . 

2935. 

6873. 

2318. 

4806. 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4448. 

7213. 

2469. 

5446. 

2453. 

4390. 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

90.2 

69.2 

84. 1 

79.2 

105.8 

91 .5 

MASS  JRANKLIN 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPAC I TY 

X 

102.9 

98.2 

116.6 

93.3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4 102 

6141  . 

2633. 

.... 

.... 

3718. 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3913. 

6306. 

2213. 

.... 

.... 

3605. 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

95.4 

102.7 

84.1 



.... 

97.0 

MASS  HAMPDEN 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

% 

99.8 

104.1 

106.7 

78.2 

87.8 

98.3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4426. 

7244  . 

2683. 

5443. 

2208. 

4359. 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4232  . 

7100. 

2352. 

5370. 

2474  . 

4161  . 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

956 

98  0 

87.7 

98.7 

112.1 

95.4 

MASS  HAMPSHIRE 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPAC 1 T 

X 

84.4 

79.8 

1034 

62.7 

124.1 

71  .3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3744 

5556. 

2599. 

4362. 

3121  . 

3163. 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

2975. 

5584  . 

1797. 

2604. 

1356. 

2506. 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

79.5 

100.5 

69.2 

59.7 

43.5 

79.2 

MASS  MIDDLESEX 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

119.2 

122.2 

1250 

104.7 

1 4 1 .5 

116.7 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

5482. 

8820. 

325Q. 

7554. 

3690 

5371  . 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4808. 

7696. 

2674. 

5372. 

2614. 

4757. 

ECON  UT I L 1 Z AT  ION 

X 

87.7 

87.3 

82. 1 

71 . 1 

76.3 

88.6 

MASS  NANTUCKET 

warranted  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

102.3 

105.3 

102  - 9 

WARRANTED  ME D INC 

DOL 

4075. 

6580. 

2324. 

- - - - 

- - - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3759 

5958- 

2345. 

.... 

- - - - 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

92.2 

90.5 

1009 

— 

- - - - 

MASS  NORFOLK 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPAC I TY 

X 

123.7 

133.2 

125  4 

85.8 

132.1 

123.3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

5692 

9614  . 

3269. 

6195. 

3443. 

5675. 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

5126. 

8452. 

2627. 

4936. 

2678. 

5096. 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

90.0 

87 . 9 

80  4 

79.7 

77.8 

89.8 

R B 

A N • • 

- - R U 

R 

A L 

WHITE 

OTHER 

TOTAL  : W H 

I T E 

: 0 T 

H i 0 

: MALE  FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

. male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

105.1 

114  6 

77.6 

102.2 

119.9 

120.6 

113  9 

70  7 

l 10  0 

7457. 

2939. 

5506. 

2619. 

5423. 

0559. 

2919 

5017 

2821 

6983. 

2549. 

5003. 

2773. 

4809. 

7641 

2310 

5115 

00 

93.7 

86.7 

90.8 

105.9 

80.7 

89.3 

79  1 

101  9 

74  5 

99  9 

91 . 7 

83.2 

74 . 3 

97.8 

99  1 

102  0 

6246 

2070. 

5198 

1678 

3095. 

6193 

2302 

6055 

1971  . 

4600 

1644  . 

4260. 

6647 

2108 

96.9 

95.2 

88  5 

97 . 9 

109.4 

107  3 

91  6 

96.4 

106.9 

73.3 

76.8 

1 10.2 

100.1 

111  8 

6709. 

2689. 

5109. 

1931  . 

4890. 

7522. 

2812 

6757. 

2336. 

9670. 

1590. 

4345. 

681  1 . 

2267 

100.7 

86.9 

91 .5 

82.3 

88.8 

90.6 

60  6 

81.0 

97.2 

61 .2 

95.9 

113.5 

112.0 

111  5 

5694  . 

2444. 

4261 

241  1 

5030. 

7793. 

2803 

5963. 

2470- 

4576. 

2844  . 

4504. 

7280. 

2315 

104.7 

101 . 1 

107.4 

110.0 

89.4 

93.4 

82  6 

— 



91.4 

98.0 

92  9 

- - - 



3643. 

6128. 

2098 

- - - .... 

3685. 

6143. 

1864 



101.2 

100.3 

88  8 

108-0 

112.0 

93.0 

87 . 7 

134.6 

142.9 

1 16  9 

7852. 

2920. 

6711. 

2286. 

6191  . 

10316. 

3049 

7112. 

2992. 

5439. 

2454. 

5076. 

8359 

2203 

90.6 

85.3 

81  .0 

107.4 

82.0 

81  .0 

72  3 

92.3 

107.8 

109.8 

102.2 

123.1 

5767 

2935. 

— 

4376. 

6386. 

2779 

6103. 

2172. 

... 

.... 

4153. 

6444 

2254 

105.8 

89.2 

.... 

— 

94.9 

100.9 

8 » > 

102.7 

106.6 

78.8 

68.6 

113.7 

116.1 

106  9 

7144  . 

2681  . 

5485. 

2226. 

5046. 

8082. 

2688 

7002. 

2364. 

5364  . 

2491  . 

5031  . 

7803. 

2224 

98.0 

68.2 

97.8 

111.9 

99.7 

97.5 

82  7 

67.6 

94.4 

49.5 

111.7 

122.6 

112  6 

128  7 

4705 

2373. 

3447. 

2007. 

5449. 

7835 

3235 

4612. 

1663. 

2129. 

1235. 

4643. 

7270. 

2458 

98.0 

70. 1 

61 .8 

44 . 0 

85.2 

92  8 

76  0 

119  2 

124.8 

103.4 

142  7 

149.6 

159.0 

125.5 

132  3 

0601  . 

3255. 

7460. 

3721  . 

6883. 

1 1473 

3271 

9547 

7584. 

2696. 

5296. 

2833. 

5549. 

9104 

2381 

8380 

882 

82.6 

71 .0 

76.1 

80.6 

79.4 

72  0 

87  8 

— 



102.3 

105.3 

102  9 

— 



4075. 

6580 

2324 

- - - - 



3759. 

5958 

2345 

— 



92.2 

90  5 

100  9 

133  7 

126.6 

114  5 

135.3 

127.3 

129.6 

113  9 

9650 

3302. 

8266. 

3528. 

5857. 

9356. 

2970 

8397. 

2637. 

5770. 

2657. 

5437. 

8892  . 

2506 

87.0 

79.9 

69.8 

75.3 

92.8 

95.0 

84  4 

CON  .N. 


TABLE  1--INDEX  OF  ECONOMIC  UTILIZATION  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LA80R  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MASSACHUSETTS.  1 970  • • CONTINUED 


- - T 0 

T 

A L 

T * 

- - U R B 

A N - - 

- - R U R 

A L 

STATE  OR  COUNTY 

: TOTAL  W H 

I T E 

: 0 T 

her 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

OTHER 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

: 0 T 

her 

: MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

: MALE  FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

: MALE  FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MASS  PLYMOUTH 
WARRANTED  EARNING 


CAPACITY 

% 

1127 

116.6 

108.0 

78.5 

1 14.0 

109. 1 

114.4 

107.8 

86.4 

113.3 

118.5 

120.1 

108.1 

67.7 

115  0 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4999. 

8117. 

2714. 

5461  . 

2866. 

4839. 

7963. 

2709. 

6154. 

2849. 

5260. 

8356. 

2717 

4715 

2892 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

OOL 

4608. 

7580. 

2322. 

5790. 

2638. 

4438. 

7435. 

2335. 

5913. 

2841  . 

4951  . 

7826. 

2296. 

5595 

2330. 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

92.2 

93.4 

85.5 

106.0 

92.0 

91 .7 

93.4 

86.2 

96  1 

99.7 

94.1 

93.7 

64.5 

118.7 

80  6 

MASS  SUFFOLK 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

% 

86.2 

84 . 2 

117.5 

71 .9 

97.5 

86.2 

84 . 2 

117.5 

71.9 

97.5 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3964. 

6079. 

3063. 

5187. 

2543. 

3964. 

6079. 

3063. 

5187. 

2543. 

— 

.... 

— 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3987. 

5932. 

2814. 

4964. 

2899. 

3987. 

5932. 

2814. 

4964  . 

2899. 

...» 



.... 

. - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

100.6 

97.6 

91 .9 

95.7 

114.0 

100.6 

97.6 

91 .9 

95.7 

114.0 

— 

— 

• ' * 

MASS  WORCESTER 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

X 

98.3 

98.5 

105.8 

58.4 

91.7 

93.5 

94.3 

103.7 

54.4 

88.2 

112.1 

109.9 

111.6 

85.4 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4360. 

6852. 

2659. 

4062. 

2304. 

4148. 

6563. 

2607. 

3787. 

2216. 

4974. 

7646. 

2806. 

5946. 

.... 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4184. 

6826. 

2408. 

3782. 

2427. 

4005. 

661  1 . 

2422. 

3600. 

2418. 

4730. 

7350. 

2360. 

5687. 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

96.0 

99.6 

90.5 

93.1 

105.3 

96.6 

100.7 

92.9 

95.1 

109.1 

95.1 

96.1 

84.1 

95.7 

.... 

TABLE  2- -economic  index  of  age  distributions  for  PERSONS  IN  the  rural  ano  URBAN  labor  forces  by  SEX  AND  RACE  COUNTIES 
MASSACHUSETTS.  1970  (II 


STATE  NAME 

- • T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- . u 

R 

B 

A N 

- R 

U 

R 

A 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T 

E 

i 

H • 

R 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MA 

it 

fva 

lE 

STATE  TOTAL  -MASS 

97.5 

99.6 

97.8 

99.8 

99.5 

96.8 

99.0 

97.4 

99.7 

99  3 

101 . 7 

102.8 

100 

2 

03 

r 

05 

BARNSTABLE 

98.6 

98. 7 

99.7 

97.0 

102.4 

97.2 

96.5 

97.9 

98.3 

98  0 

996 

100.3 

101 

0 

94 

3 

09 

< 

BERKSHIRE 

98.8 

100.9 

100.4 

102.3 

99.6 

97.8 

100.0 

100.4 

104  2 

96  9 

101.1 

102.9 

100 

4 

94 

BRISTOL 

98.5 

100.1 

99.9 

105.8 

103.3 

97.8 

99.5 

99  9 

105  4 

102.9 

101  7 

102  5 

100 

0 

i ' 1 

2 

2 

P 

DUKES 

94  1 

94.9 

99.2 

122.2 

103.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0 

0 

94. 1 

94  9 

99 

2 

’22 

2 

i ■ 

ESSEX 

98.2 

101  1 

98  5 

100.6 

96.5 

97.7 

100.6 

98  4 

100.4 

95.9 

102.5 

105  2 

99 

6 

105 

9 

* 

franklin 

98.6 

100.6 

100.8 

110.0 

109.6 

96.3 

99.0 

99.5 

120.6 

113  7 

100.1 

1016 

101 

7 

99 

5 

98 

e 

HAMPDEN 

98.4 

100.3 

99.2 

100.1 

101  .0 

98.0 

99.9 

99.0 

100.2 

101  .0 

101  9 

1035 

10’ 

0 

96 

2 

0. 

4 

HAMPSHIRE 

94.5 

96. 7 

95.8 

84.6 

88.5 

91 .3 

94.4 

93.6 

78.3 

85  0 

10i  2 

101 . 2 

101 

3 

103 

7 

5 

MIDDLESEX 

98.2 

99.9 

97.4 

100.4 

101  .0 

97.7 

99.5 

97.3 

100.0 

100.9 

103.2 

104.5 

99 

4 

106 

8 

04 

2 

NANTUCKET 

93.9 

95.0 

97.1 

73.1 

87.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

93.9 

95.0 

97 

1 

73 

8” 

NORFOLK 

97.4 

100.8 

96.9 

100.8 

102.8 

96.6 

100.2 

96.6 

99.4 

102.3 

105.0 

105.4 

100 

2 

H6 

C 

08 

5 

PLYMOUTH 

100.2 

101  .5 

98.3 

101.7 

101 .1 

98.7 

100.5 

97.3 

100.0 

100.1 

102.7 

103.1 

100 

2 

102 

9 

02 

9 

SUFFOLK 

94.4 

96.  1 

95.0 

100.  1 

98.8 

94.4 

96. 1 

95.0 

100.1 

98.8 

.0 

.0 

0 

C 

0 

WORCESTER 

96.6 

98.2 

98.4 

89.8 

95.4 

95.3 

97.0 

97.7 

88.5 

94  4 

100.2 

101 .3 

100 

. 1 

100 

3 

103 

‘T 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 
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IflBli:  3-  ECONOMIC  INUI  X 01  IDUCAIIONAL  ATTAINMENT  0 1 S 1 H I BUT  I OHS  TOR  PERSONS  IN  TMk  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE  COUNT  IIS.  MASSACHUSETTS.  1070  IT) 


STATE  NAME 

T 

0 

T 

A L 

- • u 

R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A l 

OR 

W H 

I 1 E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

1 T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

i T l 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  name 

TOTAL 

MAlt 

female 

MALE 

female 

101  Ai 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MAI  E 

r EMAlt 

TOT  A 1 

male 

FEMALE 

mai  r 

f FMAlE 

STATE  TOTAL  -MASS 

10?  4 

102-0 

10?  8 

99  8 

95  0 

101  5 

102  A 

101  u 

95  7 

94  5 

107.4 

1 05 . 

109  1 

l*1l  4 

105  H 

BARNS'  Aril  E 

112.8 

109  7 

•15  ^ 

97  B 

1 06  , B 

1 10  8 

109  G 

1115 

102  2 

1 0 1 

11 A . 2 

109  7 

ltd  0 

09  «. 

114,2 

BERKSHIRE 

99  0 

99  3 

99  9 

92 . 1 

101  *1 

*J6  8 

97  7 

97 . 4 

9(1  7 

99  7 

104  1 

102  9 

105  9 

9l«  7 

109  0 

BRISTOL 

0-1  5 

86  5 

05  3 

83  9 

83 . 0 

0?  1 

HA  . S 

8?  6 

81.7 

02 . 2 

91 

96  2 

99  0 

10  9 9 

104  4 

DUKES 

i Oh  o 

103.6 

1136 

119  9 

90 . 3 

0 

0 

.0 

0 

0 

100  0 

103  6 

1 1 j Jb 

b9  9 

90  3 

ESSEX 

102.2 

1030 

101  9 

98 . 1 

93  A 

100  8 

101  7 

100  6 

96  8 

92  1 

115-1 

113  5 

1 1 *1  *1 

1 2(j  1 

H70 

franklin 

102  0 

100.9 

104  4 

y6  B 

9G  1 

98  7 

9H  3 

100  7 

106  9 

79.6 

104  3 

102  5 

11)7  1 

123  3 

hampoen 

974 

98  e 

98.0 

92  7 

91 . 5 

97  0 

9B  7 

97.5 

92 . 9 

91  7 

100  7 

99  9 

103  0 

04  7 

74  9 

HAMPSHIRE 

104  2 

102  4 

105  0 

130.9 

1 AO  2 

102  5 

1013 

103  5 

131.8 

137.1 

107.5 

10-3  5 

110  6 

1 ?G  5 

152  4 

MIDDLESEX 

109.4 

109.2 

108  9 

112.7 

1 1 ’ 5 

100  5 

108  A 

108  0 

112.« 

111.3 

119.9 

117  5 

119.4 

117  0 

114  5 

NANTUCKET 

10?  1 

103-0 

113  8 

79.0 

81  . A 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

107.1 

103-0 

113  8 

79.0 

01  4 

NORFOLK 

113.7 

112  7 

113  5 

1C4  3 

|06.2 

113.0 

113  0 

113-5 

1 1 1 .0 

1.05  3 

112  9 

110.6 

114-1 

83-6 

1 12.5 

PLYMOUTH 

105.2 

104.3 

106  7 

95.5 

97.7 

103  6 

103.6 

104.3 

90.0 

97 . 0 

107  Q 

105.3 

110.7 

92  8 

90  8 

SUFFOLK 

97  3 

99.5 

98  8 

Si  6 

9l.| 

97.3 

99  5 

98  8 

91  .6 

9 1 . 1 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

WORCESTER 

96  2 

97.1 

96  6 

95.2 

91  A 

95. 1 

96.5 

95.1 

92.7 

90. 7 

99.2 

98  6 

100.7 

109.4 

95  4 

( t 1 INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTEO  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSON 

S WERE 

IN  THE  < 

GROUP 

IAI1LE  a-  ECONOMIC  INl'CX  OF  WEEKS  WORKED  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  MASSACHUSETTS.  1970  (II 


STATE  NAME 

• - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNT V NAME 

total 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL  male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -MASS 

’01.3 

100.5 

103  4 

92.0 

105  1 

101.1 

100.0 

104.2 

92  4 

105  4 

102.4 

103. 7 

98  7 

84  6 

96  8 

BARNST AOLC 

91.6 

95.0 

90  1 

101 .0 

93.9 

93.4 

97  . 1 

903 

108.3 

93  3 

90  4 

93.6 

90  0 

87  0 

94  9 

BERKSHIRE 

99  2 

97 . 9 

102 . 1 

07.0 

B8  3 

98.0 

97 . 5 

102 . 9 

90  0 

00  5 

100.0 

99.0 

100.3 

70.5 

87 . 3 

BRISTOL 

103.3 

1016 

107.0 

89.2 

106.0 

102.9 

100.6 

107.9 

07.7 

107.5 

105.9 

106.6 

102.5 

109.5 

95  " 

DUKE  S 

90  8 

96.3 

90.3 

01.9 

83.2 

.0 

0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

90-8 

96.3 

90  3 

8 1.9 

83 . 2 

ESStX 

101.7 

101  5 

103.5 

97.7 

103.4 

101 . 7 

101 . 2 

104.2 

98  0 

104.0 

101  9 

104.7 

965 

918 

90  3 

frankl in 

102.0 

100.0 

104.6 

830 

102.7 

101.0 

99  0 

105.0 

124.2 

129. 1 

102.7 

100.6 

103.8 

65  2 

67.0 

HAMPOEN 

1023 

102.7 

1026 

97.3 

100.4 

102-1 

102.3 

103.0 

97.6 

100.7 

104.0 

105.7 

99. 1 

80.5 

72  2 

HAMPSHIRE 

09.0 

07.5 

95.3 

69.6 

03 . 7 

84 . 4 

81  . 6 

92  6 

64 . 2 

82.0 

103.7 

101 . 7 

102.7 

101.5 

98.5 

M 1 DOLE SEX 

102.8 

102  2 

103.5 

92  3 

111  6 

102.6 

1017 

104.0 

91.9 

112.2 

105.4 

108  7 

97 . 1 

98.9 

99  0 

NANTUCKET 

96  9 

101  1 

94. 1 

82 . 8 

87 . 7 

.0 

. 0 

. 0 

. 0 

.0 

96 . 9 

101.1 

94 . 1 

82.0 

87.7 

NORFOLK 

102.8 

104.1 

101.9 

88.8 

112.7 

103.0 

104.3 

102.4 

90 . 2 

114.2 

100.7 

1019 

97 . 0 

62 . 3 

100  4 

PLYMOUTH 

101.9 

103 . 7 

98  9 

92 . 6 

103.2 

102.2 

103.7 

100.7 

96.4 

104.1 

101.4 

103.8 

95 . 9 

88. 1 

101.7 

SUFFOLK 

97.6 

92  6 

100.2 

91 . 7 

105.5 

97.6 

92 . 6 

108.2 

91  . 7 

105.5 

.0 

■ 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

WORCESTER 

102.5 

101.4 

103.6 

88.2 

99.6 

101  6 

100.0 

104.1 

88  6 

98.9 

105.0 

104.9 

102.4 

85 . 3 

104.9 

( 1 ) INOEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP 

TABLE  5 * * ECONOM 1 C INDEX  OF  LMPLOYMEN T - UNEMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  ANO  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO 
RACE.  COUNTILS.  MASSACHUSETTS.  1970  (1| 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - U 

R 

8 

A N 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

l T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 1 

her 

W H 

1 T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

MALE 

female 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

100  2 

100.1 

100.3 

90 . 7 

99  1 

100.1 

100.1 

100  3 

98  0 

99. 1 

100  2 

100  3 

100.1 

97 . 1 

98  9 

BARNSTABLE 

100.1 

100  7 

99.3 

98  6 

96  5 

99.9 

100.6 

98  9 

101  0 

98  7 

100  2 

100  8 

99 . 5 

95  7 

93  4 

BERKSHIRE 

99  . B 

100  0 

995 

100.3 

97 . 3 

99.7 

99  9 

9y . 4 

101  1 

97 . 7 

100.0 

100  2 

99  8 

97  0 

95  9 

BRISTOL 

999 

99.6 

100  3 

98.2 

98  3 

99  0 

99  5 

100.3 

90  0 

98  1 

100  2 

100  2 

100  3 

100  6 

102  4 

DUKES 

99  9 

99  4 

100  0 

102.0 

102  4 

.0 

0 

.0 

. 0 

0 

yn  9 

99  4 

100  8 

102  0 

102  4 

ESSEX 

1001 

100  0 

100.2 

100.1 

100  4 

100  1 

100  0 

100.2 

100  0 

100.6 

100  3 

100  2 

100  3 

1C?  0 

95  1 

FRANKLIN 

100.2 

100.4 

100.0 

102  0 

102  4 

99.4 

100.1 

98. 5 

102.0 

102  4 

100.7 

100  5 

101  0 

102  0 

102  4 

hampoen 

99.0 

100  2 

99.6 

90  0 

96  7 

99.8 

100.2 

996 

9B  0 

96  6 

100.3 

100.6 

99 . 8 

98 . 1 

102  4 

HAMPSHIRE 

100  4 

100  3 

100.5 

97  3 

90  2 

100.4 

100  2 

1007 

97  7 

9/  6 

100  4 

100  5 

100  2 

96  3 

102.4 

MIDDLESEX 

100  4 

100  3 

100.5 

100.0 

100.0 

100.4 

100.3 

1005 

99  9 

100.1 

100  4 

100  4 

100  3 

101  1 

99  3 

NANTUCKET 

1 00  5 

100  0 

100.7 

93.5 

102  4 

0 

0 

0 

.0 

.0 

100  5 

100  6 

100.7 

93.5 

102  4 

NORFOLK 

1006 

100  6 

100.7 

100.7 

1012 

100.6 

100.6 

1007 

100.6 

1013 

100.5 

100  6 

100.3 

102  0 

100  5 

PLYMOUTH 

99  9 

100.0 

99  9 

95.9 

98  3 

100  1 

100.1 

100.2 

98 . 4 

98.0 

99  6 

99.9 

99  - 4 

92.6 

99  8 

SUFFOLK 

99  9 

99  7 

100.5 

00.6 

99 . 2 

99  9 

94  7 

100.5 

90  6 

99.2 

.0 

0 

0 

0 

.0 

WORCESTER 

100.1 

100.2 

100.2 

97  0 

100  8 

100.1 

100.1 

100.1 

97  8 

100.6 

100.3 

100.3 

100.4 

97  6 

102 . 4 

(II  INDEXES  WIRE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  TORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP 


3 


TABLE  6- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  LABOR  FORCE  STATUS  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  RURAL  AND  URBAN  PERSONS  16  YEARS  OF  AGE  AND  OVER.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  MASSACHUSETTS.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

• - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - R 

U 

R 

A L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

state  total 

-MASS 

102.0 

101.2 

104.0 

95. 1 

106.8 

102.0 

100.9 

104.5 

95.6 

107.0 

102.2 

102.7 

100.9 

86 . 0 

101.8 

BARNSTABLE 

91  .6 

92.7 

93.7 

92.6 

104.3 

91  .6 

94 . 0 

93  ■ 7 

94 . 4 

102.5 

91  . 5 

92.0 

93 . 7 

90.5 

107.2 

BERKSHIRE 

100.7 

100.0 

102.0 

92.8 

98.4 

100.6 

100.1 

102.3 

92.6 

97 . 9 

100.8 

99.7 

101.2 

93 . 2 

101.1 

BRISTOL 

103.5 

101.8 

106.3 

94.0 

105.7 

1030 

101 . 0 

106.4 

93.0 

106.9 

105.8 

105.3 

105.0 

107.2 

89.9 

DUKES 

94.9 

102.2 

91 . 3 

77. 1 

90.8 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

94 . 9 

102.2 

91  . 3 

77  . 1 

90  8 

ESSEX 

102.7 

102.5 

104.0 

101 .0 

103.3 

102.6 

102.2 

104.3 

100.7 

103.7 

103.6 

105.2 

100.9 

108 . 0 

95 . 8 

franklin 

101.0 

98  7 

104.0 

84.8 

105.3 

99.9 

97 . 8 

103.7 

121.6 

119.0 

101.8 

99 . 2 

104.2 

69 . 0 

86.6 

HAMPDEN 

101.6 

101 . 5 

103.0 

99.5 

104.3 

101.6 

101.3 

103.3 

99.8 

104.3 

101 .9 

102.8 

100.2 

84 . 7 

98 . 9 

HAMPSHIRE 

95.8 

91  . 7 

101.9 

72. 1 

98 . 9 

92 . 1 

87 . 0 

100.6 

65.9 

98  4 

105.2 

102.9 

105.8 

106.9 

103.3 

MIDDLESEX 

103.3 

102.7 

104.5 

95.0 

113.1 

103.3 

102.3 

104.8 

94.8 

113.5 

104.2 

106.6 

100.4 

99.7 

105.1 

NANTUCKET 

101 .4 

104 . 0 

101.2 

96.4 

80.7 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

101.4 

104.0 

101.2 

96.4 

80.7 

NORFOLK 

102.9 

103.8 

103.1 

85.1 

113.7 

103.4 

104.4 

103.7 

98.6 

116.0 

98.8 

99.6  • 

97.5 

47  7 

95 . 2 

PLYMOUTH 

101.9 

103.0 

100.7 

97.0 

108.9 

102.4 

103.1 

102.  1 

100.0 

110.1 

101 .3 

102.8 

98.5 

93 . 4 

107.2 

SUFFOLK 

100.3 

96.  1 

106.9 

95.9 

106.1 

100.3 

96.  1 

106.9 

95.9 

106.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

WORCESTER 

102.4 

101 . 5 

103.9 

87.7 

107.8 

101 .7 

100.4 

104.0 

86.4 

108.9 

104.4 

104.1 

103.4 

95.5 

100.5 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  7 - - ECONOM I C INDEX  OF  OCCUPATIONAL  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  MASSACHUSETTS.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- . 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL  MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

F EMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  ‘MASS 

101  5 

102.9 

105.7 

93.5 

97.5 

100.9 

102.7 

105.8 

93 . 2 

97.3 

104.7 

104.1 

104.5 

98' 7 

101.1 

BARNSTABLE 

T03.0 

103.4 

101  -3 

82.8 

84.2 

102.0 

102.9 

100-3 

80.2 

79.2 

103.7 

103.7 

102-1 

86  5 

92 . 2 

BERKSHIRE 

101 .2 

101  . 8 

104.3 

939 

95.2 

100.0 

101 . 1 

104.5 

92 . 1 

93.9 

103.8 

103.2 

103.8 

102.3 

101-5 

BRISTOL 

98.8 

97.0 

102.2 

89.2 

100.3 

98.0 

96.  1 

102.0 

89.0 

100.6 

102.6 

100.8 

103.6 

91.9 

96.0 

DUKES 

104.4 

101 . 9 

99-2 

101 . 5 

124.1 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

104.4 

101  .9 

99  • 2 

101.5 

124.1 

ESSEX 

102.2 

103.5 

104.0 

97.7 

92.0 

101  .6 

102.9 

103.8 

97.0 

91.5 

107.8 

108.5 

105.4 

110.8 

105.4 

franklin 

99.  1 

97.7 

102.0 

89.7 

97.7 

97.9 

97 . 8 

99.6 

88.0 

89.4 

99.9 

97.7 

103.5 

91  . 5 

119.5 

HAMPDEN 

100.3 

100.6 

104.1 

88.8 

93.9 

99.9 

100.4 

104.2 

88.8 

94.2 

104.2 

102.7 

103.6 

89.3 

71  .9 

HAMPSHIRE 

99.4 

100.1 

104.4 

116.0 

123.0 

97.7 

99.5 

103-9 

116.0 

121.7 

103.0 

101.1 

105.6 

116  0 

131.9 

MIDDLESEX 

104.0 

106.3 

108.3 

105.6 

99.5 

103.5 

105.9 

108.4 

105.6 

99.7 

109.7 

111.2 

108.1 

106.3 

94 . 5 

NANTUCKET 

102-9 

1018 

97.0 

81 . 4 

70.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

102.9 

101 .8 

97 .0 

81.4 

70.0 

NORFOLK 

105.0 

107.9 

107-8 

107.4 

93.2 

104.7 

107 . 8 

108-0 

106.8 

93.6 

107.4 

108.9 

105-0 

113.7 

88.5 

PLYMOUTH 

103.0 

103.1 

103.3 

93.8 

104.4 

102.0 

102.6 

103.0 

94.3 

104.0 

104.7 

103.8 

103.7 

93.1 

105.1 

SUFFOLK 

96.0 

99.2 

107.6 

90.4 

97.5 

96.0 

99.2 

107.6 

90.4 

97.5 

.0 

•0 

. 0 

. 0 

.0 

WORCESTER 

100.6 

100. 1 

103.3 

90.2 

97.1 

99.9 

100.1 

103.0 

88.6 

95.0 

102.5 

100.3 

104.1 

97.9 

113.6 

(1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  CROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 

TABLE  8- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  INDUSTRY  EMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
MASSACHUSETTS.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

. 0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - u 

R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

• - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total  male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  total  -MASS 

104.0 

104.4 

1 04 . 7 

102.9 

106.1 

104.0 

104.8 

105.1 

103.0 

106.3 

104.1 

102  6 

101  .6 

100.6 

100.8 

BARNSTABLE 

89.0 

96.2 

91 . 9 

92.3 

84.9 

87.0 

95.8 

90-2 

92 . 9 

89 . 3 

90.2 

96.5 

92  • 9 

91-4 

77.7 

BERKSHIRE 

107.3 

105.1 

102.4 

105.9 

94.0 

109.0 

106 . 3 

104.1 

108.5 

94 . 3 

103.5 

102.6 

98 . 2 

94 . 0 

92 . 9 

BRISTOL 

112.6 

104.5 

112.7 

105.3 

114.7 

113.8 

105.2 

114.0 

106.2 

115.2 

106.6 

101.6 

105.6 

95 . 8 

105.5 

DUKES 

90.3 

92 . 8 

94 . 0 

98.8 

97.4 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

90.3 

92.8 

94 . 0 

90 . 8 

97 . 4 

ESSEX 

107.3 

105.3 

106.5 

108.5 

111.3 

107.7 

105.5 

107.0 

108.7 

111.0 

103.6 

103.3 

101  .6 

103.  e 

119  9 

FRANKLIN 

99.4 

100.0 

97.4 

101  .0 

94. 1 

101-7 

103 . 3 

97.0 

1 0 1 .6 

88.9 

97.9 

98.0 

97 . 7 

100.5 

108.1 

HAMPDEN 

107.5 

106.1 

104.5 

107.8 

106.0 

107.2 

106.3 

104.4 

108.0 

106.4 

109.6 

104.9 

105.1 

92.9 

68 . 4 

HAMPSHIRE 

94.2 

99.3 

94  ■ B 

92.0 

79.4 

93.5 

100.1 

94  • 5 

90.3 

76.2 

95.7 

97 . 8 

95  • 5 

96 . 5 

, lOI  .3 

MIDDLESEX 

102.5 

104.3 

104.1 

104.3 

105.9 

102.3 

104.3 

104.2 

104.1 

105.6 

104.5 

103.8 

102.1 

107.4 

113.3 

NANTUCKET 

88.6 

94.2 

91  .6 

97.0 

120.6 

.0 

- 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

88.6 

94 . 2 

91  . 6 

97 . 8 

120.6 

NORFOLK 

100.4 

104.3 

100. 8 

96.9 

97.3 

99.8 

104.2 

100.7 

96.2 

97.4 

105.5 

104.6 

101  . 7 

104.0 

96 . 4 

PLYMOUTH 

103.5 

103.6 

101 .6 

103. 1 

107.3 

104.3 

104.3 

103-0 

•104.8 

106.6 

102.3 

102.5 

98  8 

100.6 

1 08 . 4 

SUFFOLK 

99.2 

104.4 

106.9 

101 .6 

107.0 

99.2 

104.4 

106.9 

101  .6 

107.0 

.0 

• 0 

. 0 

. 0 

. 0 

WORCESTER 

108.8 

105.8 

105.4 

103.4 

104.7 

108.4 

106.2 

105.1 

103.1 

106.2 

109.9 

104.6 

106.3 

104.4 

92 . 8 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 
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TABLE  9- -EMPLOYMENT . HIGHEST  FIVE  OCCUPATIONS.  RURAL  ANO  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MASSACHUSETTS.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

oc 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

- - U 

i R 

B A 

N 

- . 

- • R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

CD 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

county  name 

(2) 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

total 

male 

female 

MALE 

female 

total 

male 

female 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

4 

457863 

1 15301 

329533 

3437 

9592 

407520 

103242 

291541 

3327 

94  10 

50343 

12059 

37992 

1 10 

182 

STATE  TOTAL 

-mass 

7 

404430 

238787 

149841 

9348 

6454 

346933 

201371 

130340 

9022 

6200 

57497 

37416 

19501 

326 

254 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

1 

4001 36 

234488 

155642 

5684 

4322 

338903 

196769 

132793 

5287 

4054 

61233 

37719 

22849 

397 

268 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

6 

30^341 

279261 

15962 

5670 

448 

248612 

229306 

13432 

5451 

423 

52729 

49955 

2530 

219 

25 

state  total 

•MASS 

9 

272915 

1 28398 

130074 

7289 

6354 

236889 

1 1 3167 

1 10496 

7079 

6147 

36026 

15231 

20378 

210 

207 

BARNSTABLE 

6 

554. 

5275 

220 

46 

0 

2149 

2072 

49 

28 

0 

3392 

3203 

171 

18 

0 

BARNSTABLE 

1 

5204 

2727 

2407 

26 

44 

1827 

969 

841 

9 

8 

3377 

1758 

1566 

17 

36 

BARNSTABLE 

4 

4854 

1093 

3692 

27 

42 

1907 

368 

1495 

17 

27 

2947 

725 

2197 

10 

15 

BARNSTABLE 

9 

4663 

1926 

2553 

99 

85 

2225 

890 

1 199 

76 

60 

2438 

1036 

1354 

23 

25 

BARNSTABLE 

3 

3919 

3222 

672 

25 

0 

1630 

1264 

356 

10 

0 

2289 

1950 

316 

15 

0 

BERKSHIRE 

7 

12100 

8217 

3692 

145 

46 

8881 

5838 

2877 

130 

36 

3219 

2379 

815 

15 

10 

BERKSHIRE 

1 

10786 

6664 

3974 

77 

71 

7293 

4514 

2672 

53 

54 

3493 

2150 

1302 

24 

17 

BERKSHIRE 

4 

10373 

2670 

7670 

16 

1 7 

7881 

2138 

5710 

16 

17 

2492 

532 

1960 

0 

0 

BERKSHIRE 

6 

7393 

6967 

375 

46 

5 

4955 

461  1 

298 

41 

5 

2438 

2356 

77 

5 

0 

BERKSHIRE 

9 

7155 

3517 

3558 

28 

52 

5171 

2753 

2359 

10 

41 

1984 

764 

1 199 

10 

1 1 

BRISTOL 

7 

56092 

27727 

27593 

430 

342 

49397 

23938 

24709 

413 

337 

6695 

3789 

2884 

17 

5 

BRISTOL 

4 

27512 

7309 

20016 

73 

114 

22714 

61  13 

16430 

.67 

104 

4798 

1196 

3586 

6 

10 

BRISTOL 

6 

26973 

24901 

1901 

154 

17 

21395 

19573 

1651 

154 

1 7 

5578 

5328 

250 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

9 

20514 

10438 

9746 

190 

140 

17087 

8995 

7793 

171 

128 

3427 

1 443 

1953 

19 

12 

BRISTOL 

1 

19976 

10742 

0963 

122 

149 

15582 

8272 

7068 

103 

139 

4394 

2470 

1095 

19 

10 

DUKES 

6 

485 

461 

5 

19 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

485 

461 

5 

19 

0 

DUKES 

4 

354 

45 

309 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

354 

45 

309 

0 

0 

DUKES 

1 

322 

164 

138 

0 

20 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

322 

164 

1 38 

0 

20 

DUKES 

3 

302 

255 

33 

1 4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

302 

255 

33 

14 

0 

DUKES 

9 

247 

64 

168 

7 

8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

247 

64 

168 

7 

8 

ESSEX 

7 

51514 

28998 

21862 

379 

275 

47870 

26752 

20476 

379 

263 

3644 

2246 

1386 

0 

12 

ESSEX 

4 

46451 

1 1 948 

34184 

109 

210 

42834 

11165 

31380 

89 

200 

3617 

783 

2804 

20 

10 

ESSEX 

1 

44596 

27802 

16450 

251 

93 

38802 

23993 

14498 

223 

88 

5794 

38C9 

1952 

28 

5 

ESSEX 

6 

34671 

32741 

1767 

140 

23 

31218 

29445 

1610 

140 

23 

3453 

3296 

157 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

9 

29734 

14087 

15393 

100 

154 

27040 

1 2953 

13843 

90 

154 

2694 

1134 

1550 

10 

0 

FRANKLIN 

7 

4689 

3226 

1429 

27 

7 

1784 

1251 

516 

17 

0 

2905 

1975 

913 

10 

7 

franklin 

4 

3728 

872 

2856 

0 

0 

1623 

432 

1 191 

0 

0 

2105 

440 

1665 

0 

0 

franklin 

1 

3708 

1987 

1698 

14 

9 

1157 

567 

579 

6 

5 

2551 

1420 

1119 

8 

4 

FRANKLIN 

6 

3447 

3222 

216 

3 

6 

1357 

1247 

101 

3 

6 

2090 

1975 

115 

0 

0 

franklin 

9 

3134 

1243 

1863 

10 

18 

1401 

593 

785 

5 

18 

1733 

650 

1078 

5 

0 

HAMPDEN 

7 

37951 

23703 

1 1862 

1578 

808 

33966 

20951 

10638 

1569 

808 

3985 

2752 

1224 

9 

0 

HAMPDEN 

4 

33763 

8412 

2431  1 

249 

791 

30885 

7700 

22149 

249 

787 

2878 

712 

2162 

0 

4 

HAMPDEN 

6 

25702 

23291 

1617 

726 

68 

22484 

20248 

1456 

712 

68 

3218 

3043 

161 

14 

0 

HAMPDEN 

1 

25144 

13759 

10749 

260 

376 

22321 

1 1969 

9731 

252 

369 

2823 

1790 

1018 

8 

7 

HAMPDEN 

9 

21061 

9434 

10279 

594 

754 

19309 

8734 

9258 

578 

739 

1752 

700 

1021 

16 

15 

HAMPSHIRE 

1 

9550 

51  18 

4156 

154 

122 

6368 

3302 

2849 

113 

104 

3182 

1816 

1307 

■»  41 

18 

HAMPSHIRE 

• 4 

0326 

1816 

6415 

36 

59 

6050 

1324 

4644 

28 

54 

2276 

492 

1771 

8 

5 

HAMPSHIRE 

7 

8068 

5186 

2866 

25 

1 1 

5582 

3501 

2066 

9 

6 

2506 

1685 

800 

16 

5 

HAMPSHIRE 

9 

7754 

3370 

4321 

23 

40 

5904 

2607 

3237 

23 

37 

1850 

763 

1084 

0 

3 

HAMPSHIRE 

6 

6108 

5793 

300 

15 

0 

3556 

3360 

185 

1 1 

0 

2552 

2433 

1 15 

4 

0 

MIDDLESEX 

1 

123180 

77058 

43392 

1871 

859 

1 11793 

69258 

39947 

1762 

826 

1 1 387 

7800 

3445 

109 

33 

MIDDLESEX 

4 

121776 

30623 

89099 

589 

1465 

114724 

29013 

83694 

571 

1446 

7052 

1610 

5405 

18 

19 

MIDDLESEX 

7 

81394 

49018 

30792 

690 

694 

75403 

45334 

28617 

828 

624 

5991 

3684 

2175 

62 

70 

MIDDLESEX 

6 

69363 

65368 

3343 

595 

57 

63660 

59996 

3047 

563 

54 

5703 

5372 

296 

32 

3 

MIDDLESEX 

9 

60772 

31278 

27979 

740 

775 

56929 

29529 

25946 

709 

745 

3843 

1749 

2033 

31 

30 

NANTUCKET 

6 

324 

321 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

324 

321 

3 

0 

0 

NANTUCKET 

9 

240 

98 

142 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

240 

98 

142 

0 

0 

NANTUCKET 

1 

217 

1 14 

103 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

217 

1 14 

103 

0 

0 

NANTUCKET 

4 

197 

44 

146 

0 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

197 

44 

146 

0 

7 

NANTUCKET 

3 

181 

1 39 

36 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

181 

139 

36 

6 

0 

NORFOLK 

4 

52099 

13083 

39474 

98 

244 

48792 

1 1960 

36510 

90 

232 

4107 

1173 

2964 

8 

12 

NORFOLK 

1 

51847 

31904 

19397 

339 

207 

46799 

28473 

17820 

306 

200 

5048 

3431 

1577 

33 

7 

NORFOLK 

6 

30625 

29306 

1172 

131 

16 

27221 

26056 

1036 

113 

16 

3404 

3250 

136 

18 

0 

NORFOLK 

3 

26971 

23462 

3323 

168 

18 

23745 

20524 

3055 

154 

12 

3226 

2938 

268 

1 4 

6 

NORFOLK 

7 

26650 

17977 

8340 

143 

190 

23590 

1 5884 

7416 

123 

167 

3060 

2093 

924 

20 

23 

PLYMOUTH 

4 

21291 

5643 

1531  1 

75 

262 

14205 

3917 

10068 

44 

176 

7086 

1726 

5243 

31 

86 

PLYMOUTH 

7 

20742 

12901 

7305 

306 

230 

14087 

8383 

5357 

198 

149 

6655 

4518 

1948 

108 

81 

PLYMOUTH 

6 

20141 

191  1 1 

835 

177 

18 

11887 

1 1274 

506 

94 

13 

8254 

7837 

329 

83 

5 

PLYMOUTH 

1 

19421 

1 1478 

7625 

150 

160 

1 1 445 

6670 

4592 

100 

83 

7976 

4808 

3033 

58 

77 

PLYMOUTH 

9 

14720 

6730 

7749 

123 

118 

9230 

4359 

4737 

67 

67 

5490 

2371 

3012 

56 

51 

SUFFOLK 

4 

01937 

19829 

53845 

2004 

6179 

81937 

1 9829 

53845 

2084 

6179 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SUFFOLK 

1 

49450 

23944 

21213 

2245 

2048 

49450 

23944 

21213 

2245 

2048 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SUFFOLK 

9 

47339 

20993 

17598 

4961 

3787 

47339 

20993 

17598 

4961 

3787 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SUFFOLK 

7 

43227 

22445 

12347 

4969 

3466 

43227 

22445 

12347 

4969 

3466 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SUFFOLK 

6 

32367 

27195 

1544 

3452 

176 

32367 

27195 

1 544 

3452 

176 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

WORCESTER 

7 

59057 

37452 

20919 

398 

288 

42153 

26471 

15056 

355 

271 

16904 

10981 

5863 

43 

17 

WORCESTER 

4 

44402 

11914 

32205 

81 

202 

33968 

9283 

24425 

72 

188 

104  34 

2631 

7780 

9 

14 

WORCESTER 

6 

38201 

35309 

2664 

166 

62 

26363 

24229 

1949 

140 

45 

1 1 838 

1 1080 

715 

26 

17 

WORCESTER 

1 

36735 

21027 

15377 

167 

164 

26066 

1 4838 

10983 

115 

130 

10669 

6189 

4394 

52 

34 

WORCESTER 

9 

30633 

13443 

16719 

217 

254 

22825 

10096 

12318 

187 

224 

7808 

3347 

4401 

30 

30 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO  OC/CD  COLUMN  1. 

- THE 

CODES  IN 

THIS 

COLUMN 

REPRESENT  OCCUPATIONS 

AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

OCCUPATION 


1 PROFESSIONAL.  TECHNICAL.  ANO  KINDRED  WORKERS 

2 FARMERS  AND  FARM  MANAGERS 

3 MAN ACL  RS . OFFICIALS.  AND  PROPRIETORS.  EXCEPT  FARM 

4 CLERICAL  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

5 SALES  WORKERS 

6 CRAFTSMEN.  FOREMEN.  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

7 OPERA  I I VES  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

8 PRIVA1E  HOUSEHOLD  WORKERS 

9 SERVICE  WORKERS.  EXCEPT  PRIVATE  HOUSEHOLD 

10  FARM  LABORERS  AND  FOREMEN 

11  LABORERS.  EXCEPT  FARM 
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TABLE  10- -EMPLOYMENT  HIGHEST  FIVE  INDUSTRIES.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 


STATE  NAME 

MASSACHUSETTS  1970 

IN  - • T 0 T 

A L 

- • u 

R 

B 

A N 

* - R 

U 

R A 

L - 

OR 

COUNTV  NAME 

CD 

(2) 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

other 

MALE  FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

4 

670479 

437897 

214878 

11132 

6572 

566808 

363820 

106024 

10657 

6307 

103671 

74077 

28854 

475 

265 

STATE  TOTAL 

• MASS 

9 

635239 

260250 

349642 

9737 

15610 

545617 

221694 

299640 

9264 

15019 

89622 

38556 

50002 

473 

591 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

7 

364512 

189774 

165854 

5865 

3019 

315245 

162506 

144103 

5705 

2931 

49267 

27268 

21751 

160 

88 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

8 

13285B 

61  201 

67430 

1609 

2618 

117957 

52657 

61  184 

1551 

2565 

14901 

8544 

6246 

58 

53 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

5 

132006 

95278 

32942 

2669 

1117 

115022 

81998 

29390 

2547 

1087 

16984 

1 3280 

3552 

122 

30 

BARNSTABLE 

9 

10236 

4263 

5709 

97 

147 

4106 

1775 

2217 

48 

66 

61  30 

2508 

3492 

49 

81 

BARNSTABLE 

7 

7728 

4048 

3492 

89 

99 

3434 

1763 

151  1 

74 

86 

4294 

2285 

1981 

15 

13 

BARNSTABLE 

3 

4242 

3972 

213 

57 

0 

1555 

1430 

98 

27 

0 

2687 

2542 

115 

30 

0 

BARNSTABLE 

4 

2460 

1668 

736 

7 

49 

844 

526 

274 

7 

37 

1616 

1142 

462 

0 

12 

BARNSTABLE 

10 

2138 

1529 

564 

31 

14 

738 

586 

127 

1 1 

1 4 

1400 

943 

437 

20 

0 

BERKSHIRE 

4 

23312 

16824 

6247 

184 

57 

17315 

12163 

4945 

160 

47 

5997 

4661 

1302 

24 

10 

BERKSHIRE 

9 

15606 

6103 

9221 

112 

170 

10347 

3985 

6148 

78 

136 

5259 

2 1 18 

3073 

34 

34 

BERKSHIRE 

7 

8457 

4381 

4032 

33 

1 1 

6288 

3292 

2964 

21 

1 1 

2169 

1089 

1068 

12 

0 

BERKSHIRE 

3 

3051 

2906 

128 

17 

0 

1884 

1 787 

80 

17 

0 

1167 

1119 

48 

0 

0 

BERKSHIRE 

5 

2191 

1550 

610 

27 

4 

1378 

931 

416 

27 

4 

813 

619 

194 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

4 

77355 

42640 

33854 

506 

355 

66632 

35916 

29093 

477 

346 

10723 

6724 

3961 

29 

9 

BRISTOL 

9 

36460 

14191 

21735 

164 

370 

29561 

1 1589 

17477 

152 

34  3 

6899 

2602 

4258 

12 

27 

BRISTOL 

7 

26614 

15300 

11120 

162 

32 

21688 

12396 

9127 

133 

32 

4926 

2904 

1993 

29 

0 

BRISTOL 

3 

10640 

10076 

441 

123 

0 

8237 

7783 

336 

1 18 

0 

2403 

2293 

105 

5 

0 

BRISTOL  . 

5 

8717 

6782 

1869 

46 

20 

7164 

5523 

1588 

39 

1 4 

1553 

1259 

281 

7 

6 

DUKES 

9 

673 

248 

41  1 

0 

14 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

673 

248 

41  1 

0 

14 

DUKES 

7 

492 

317 

162 

5 

8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

492 

317 

162 

5 

8 

DUKES 

3 

450 

417 

14 

19 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

450 

417 

14 

19 

0 

DUKES 

10 

161 

72 

82 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

161 

72 

82 

7 

0 

DUKES 

4 

158 

118 

27 

0 

13 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

158 

1 18 

27 

0 

13 

ESSEX 

4 

8971  r. 

60094 

28724 

61 1 

289 

8181  1 

54066 

26871 

597 

277 

7907 

6028 

1853 

14 

12 

ESSEX 

9 

61800 

25126 

36190 

167 

317 

54669 

21949 

32272 

140 

308 

7131 

3177 

3918 

27 

9 

ESSEX 

7 

42879 

22587 

20027 

130 

135 

39161 

20526 

18379 

126 

1 30 

3718 

2061 

1648 

4 

5 

ESSEX 

5 

1 3645 

9862 

3668 

75 

40 

12257 

8805 

3337 

75 

40 

1388 

1057 

331 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

10 

13543 

8997 

4424 

69 

53 

12338 

8274 

39*61 

56 

47 

1205 

723 

463 

13 

6 

ERANKLIN 

9 

7710 

3098 

4582 

1 1 

19 

2790 

1022 

1741 

8 

19 

4920 

2076 

2841 

3 

0 

FRANKLIN 

4 

6769 

4586 

2140 

37 

6 

2812 

1892 

897 

17 

6 

3957 

2694 

1243 

20 

0 

FRANKLIN 

7 

3633 

1920 

1694 

11 

8 

1677 

854 

813 

6 

4 

1 956 

1066 

801 

5 

4 

franklin 

3 

1819 

1722 

84 

6 

7 

625 

580 

39 

6 

0 

1 1 94 

1 142 

45 

0 

7 

tranklin 

5 

1441 

1173 

263 

5 

0 

653 

536 

1 17 

0 

0 

788 

637 

146 

5 

0 

HAMPDEN 

4 

63045 

42637 

17624 

1895 

889 

55972 

37487 

15720 

1876 

889 

7073 

5150 

1904 

19 

0 

HAMPDEN 

9 

41943 

15334 

24405 

676 

1528 

37930 

1 3661 

22114 

656 

1499 

4013 

1673 

2291 

20 

29 

HAMPDEN 

7 

29903 

15055 

14108 

397 

343 

27384 

13716 

12937 

392 

339 

2519 

1339 

1171 

5 

4 

HAMPOEN 

8 

10544 

4615 

5547 

143 

239 

9623 

4192 

5049 

143 

239 

921 

423 

498 

0 

0 

hampoen 

5 

9119 

6540 

2252 

256 

71 

8147 

5729 

2091 

256 

7 1 

972 

81  1 

161 

0 

0 

HAMPSHIRE 

9 

19857 

8206 

1 1231 

209 

211 

14252 

5678 

8228 

156 

190 

5605 

2528 

3003 

53 

21 

HAMPSHIRE 

4 

12438 

8426 

3977 

30 

5 

8524 

5642 

2864 

18 

0 

3914 

2784 

1113 

**  12 

5 

HAMPSHIRE 

7 

6764 

3633 

3071 

34 

26 

4610 

2406 

2148 

30 

26 

2154 

1227 

923 

4 

0 

HAMPSHIRE 

3 

2816 

2619 

191 

6 

0 

1630 

1474 

156 

0 

0 

1 186 

1145 

35 

6 

0 

HAMPSHIRE 

5 

1678 

1250 

413 

1 5 

0 

1094 

796 

288 

10 

0 

584 

454 

125 

5 

0 

MIDDLESEX 

e 

174504 

79044 

91065 

1927 

2468 

161392 

72767 

84377 

1856 

2392 

131  12 

6277 

6688 

71 

76 

MIDDLESEX 

4 

152567 

101051 

48929 

1702 

885 

138104 

90474 

45253 

1563 

814 

14463 

10577 

3676 

139 

71 

MIDDLESEX 

7 

87095 

46219 

40060 

471 

345 

81130 

42952 

37387 

455 

336 

5965 

3267 

2673 

16 

9 

MIDDLESEX 

8 

33958 

16847 

16639 

210 

262 

31623 

15295 

15867 

210 

251 

2335 

1552 

772 

0 

1 1 

MIDDLESEX 

5 

32991 

24459 

8136 

260 

136 

31099 

23015 

7714 

245 

125 

1892 

1444 

422 

15 

1 1 

NANTUCKET 

9 

525 

191 

322 

6 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

525 

191 

322 

6 

6 

NANTUCKET 

7 

348 

207 

135 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

340 

207 

135 

6 

0 

NANTUCKET 

3 

279 

276 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

279 

276 

3 

0 

0 

NANTUCKET 

5 

1 20 

93 

25 

8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

126 

93 

25 

8 

0 

NANTUCKET 

10 

89 

78 

1 1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

09 

78 

1 1 

0 

0 

NORFOLK 

9 

72653 

31228 

40461 

341 

623 

66075 

28170 

37019 

309 

569 

6578 

3050 

3442 

32 

54 

NORFOLK 

4 

55493 

40156 

14851 

287 

199 

47966 

34638 

12900 

243 

105 

7527 

5518 

1951 

44 

14 

NORFOLK 

7 

42631 

22205 

19961 

335 

130 

39359 

20349 

18562 

322 

126 

3272 

1856 

1399 

13 

4 

NORFOLK 

8 

18277 

9433 

8709 

52 

83 

16973 

8585 

8266 

47 

75 

1304 

848 

443 

5 

8 

NORFOLK 

5 

15635 

11665 

3930 

24 

16 

14658 

10914 

3708 

20 

16 

977 

751 

222 

4 

0 

PLYMOUTH 

4 

33082 

22587 

9935 

315 

245 

21572 

14071 

7142 

216 

143 

11510 

8516 

2793 

99 

102 

PLYMOUTH 

9 

31086 

13155 

17288 

252 

391 

19017 

7970 

10659 

151 

237 

12069 

5185 

6629 

101 

154 

PLYMOUTH 

7 

22727 

12298 

10223 

110 

96 

14582 

7863 

6575 

79 

65 

8145 

4435 

3648 

31 

31 

•PLYMOUTH 

3 

9516 

8970 

421 

122 

3 

5093 

4776 

228 

86 

3 

4423 

4194 

193 

36 

0 

PLYMOUTH 

5 

8817 

6623 

2071 

92 

31 

5682 

4243 

1384 

33 

22 

3135 

2380 

687 

59 

9 

SUFFOLK 

9 

99876 

35355 

50241 

5471 

8809 

99876 

35355 

50241 

5471 

8809 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SUFFOLK 

4 

55540 

29913 

17268 

5088 

3271 

55540 

29913 

17268 

5088 

3271 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SUFFOLK 

7 

47201 

21683 

19923 

3924 

1671 

47201 

21683 

19923 

3924 

1671 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SUFFOLK 

8 

27961 

9156 

15887 

1062 

1856 

27961 

9156 

15887 

1062 

1056 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

SUFFOLK 

5 

23641 

1471  1 

6436 

1747 

747 

23641 

1 471  1 

6436 

1747 

747 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

WORCESTER 

4 

98485 

67164 

30542 

470 

309 

69716 

47032 

21997 

395 

292 

28769 

20132 

8545 

75 

17 

WORCESTER 

9 

62310 

24688 

36781 

304 

537 

45602 

17765 

27147 

239 

451 

16708 

6923 

9634 

65 

86 

WORCESTER 

7 

38040 

.19921 

17846 

158 

115 

28731 

14706 

13777 

143 

105 

9309 

5215 

4069 

15 

10 

WORCESTER 

3 

12498 

11833 

546 

109 

10 

8309 

7820 

379 

100 

10 

4189 

4013 

167 

9 

0 

WORCESTER 

5 

11945 

8992 

2824 

81 

48 

8463 

6270 

2074 

71 

48 

3482 

2722 

750 

10 

0 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO 

iN/CD  COLUMN  1 

- THE 

CODES 

IN  THIS 

COLUMN 

REPRESENT  INDUSTRIES 

AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE  INDUSTRY 


1 AGRICULTURE  FORESTRY.  AND  FISHERIES 

2 MINING 

3 CONSTRUCTION 

4 MANUFACTURING 

5 TRANSPORTATION.  COMMUNICATION.  AND  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 

6 WHOLESALE  TRADE 

7 RETAIL  TRADE 

8 FINANCE.  INSURANCE.  AND  REAL  ESTATE 

9 SERVICES 
10  GOVERNMENT 


6 


TABLE  11  - -UNEMPLOYMENT  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  yRBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MASSACHUSETTS.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

0 A 

N 

- • R 

U 

R A 

L 

. - 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -MASS 

3.8 

3.6 

3.9 

6.4 

6. 1 

3.8 

3.7 

3.9 

6 3 

6.0 

3.7 

3.3 

4.2 

9 5 

6 4 

BARNSTABLE 

3.9 

2.5 

5.8 

6.6 

10.0 

4 2 

2 . 7 

6.5 

2.0 

6.9 

3.7 

2.3 

5.4 

12.3 

16  6 

BERKSHIRE 

4.5 

3.9 

5.4 

3.3 

9.3 

4 . 7 

4 . 1 

5.5 

1 .0 

8.7 

4.0 

3.4 

4.9 

9.9 

12.0 

BRISTOL 

4.3 

4.6 

3.8 

7.4 

7.6 

4.5 

4.9 

3.8 

7 . 0 

0.0 

3.7 

3.5 

3.9 

2.0 

.0 

DUKES 

4.2 

5.1 

2.9 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4.2 

5.1 

2.9 

.0 

.0 

ESSEX 

3.9 

3.9 

4.0 

3.7 

3.7 

4.0 

3.9 

4. 1 

3.9 

3.3 

3.6 

3.4 

3.8 

.0 

13  5 

FRANKLIN 

3.7 

3.2 

4.5 

.0 

.0 

5.2 

3.0 

7.2 

.0 

.0 

2.0 

2.9 

2.6 

.0 

.0 

HAMPDEN 

4 . 4 

3.5 

5.1 

7.9 

10.6 

4.5 

3.6 

5. 1 

7.9 

10.7 

3.5 

2.0 

4.9 

7.6 

.0 

HAMPSHIRE 

3.4 

3.3 

3.5 

9. 1 

7.8 

3.5 

3.5 

3.2 

0.4 

0.9 

3.4 

2.9 

4.2 

11.1 

.0 

MIDDLESEX 

3.4 

3.2 

3.5 

3.9 

4.4 

3.4 

3.2 

3.5 

4.0 

4.3 

3.3 

3.1 

3.9 

1 .7 

5.0 

NANTUCKET 

3. 1 

2.8 

3.2 

16.7 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

3.  1 

2.0 

3.2 

16.7 

0 

NORFOLK 

3.0 

2.8 

3.2 

2.6 

2.2 

2.9 

2.8 

3.2 

2.8 

2. 1 

3.2 

2.0 

3.9 

.0 

3.6 

PLYMOUTH 

4.3 

3.9 

4.6 

12.0 

7.6 

4.0 

3.0 

4. 1 

7.0 

0.2 

4.8 

4.1 

5.5 

10.5 

6.7 

SUFFOLK 

4.3 

4.5 

3.5 

6.7 

5.8 

4.3 

4.5 

3.5 

6.7 

5.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

WORCESTER 

3.0 

3.6 

4.1 

8.3 

3.0 

4.0 

3.7 

4.3 

0.2 

3.3 

3.5 

3.3 

3.0 

0.7 

.0 

TABLE  1 2 - - LABOR  FORCE  AS  A PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  POPULATION.  RURAL  AND  URBAN.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MASSACHUSETTS.  1970 


STATE  NAME  c 

- • T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

- - u 

R 

B A 

N 

- . 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

county  name 

TOTAL 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
female 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

state  total  -mass 

42.0 

52.0 

32.5 

41 . 7 

30.8 

42 . 4 

53.1 

33.3 

41  .8 

30.9 

39.6 

51  . 1 

28.4 

30 . 9 

27.7 

BARNSTABLE 

34.0 

44 . 3 

26.3 

29.0 

28.6 

33.2 

41.0 

26.0 

24.1 

26.8 

35.9 

46.0 

26.6 

388 

31  5 

BERKSHIRE 

41 . 3 

52.6 

30.9 

43.3 

26.9 

41 . 7 

53.2 

31 .5 

41 .5 

25.8 

40.3 

51 . 4 

29.4 

52.6 

33  1 

BRISTOL 

43. 1 

53.4 

34. 1 

42.2 

30.0 

43.4 

53.4 

34.6 

41  .0 

30.7 

41 . 9 

52.9 

31 .5 

46.8 

20  1 

DUKES 

40.0 

57.6 

27.0 

19.5 

20.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

40.0 

57.6 

27.0 

19.5 

20  8 

ESSEX 

42.4 

53.6 

32.4 

43.6 

20.1 

42.7 

53.0 

32.9 

43.8 

28.4 

40.  1 

52. 1 

28.4 

40.0 

23.7 

FRANKLIN 

42. 1 

52.1 

32.0 

38 . 1 

26.0 

41.0 

51  .4 

33.3 

56.1 

27.9 

42.3 

52.4 

32.4 

28.9 

22  0 

HAMPDEN 

41  . 1 

52.1 

31  • 0 

38.0 

27.9 

41  .2 

52.1 

32.2 

38.0 

27.9 

39.7 

51.0 

28 . 1 

41  .8 

30.2 

HAMPSHIRE 

40.7 

49.2 

33.0 

37.7 

‘ 31  .4 

40. 1 

47.5 

33.7 

33.4 

32.0 

42.2 

52.7 

31 .6 

57  3 

27  4 

MIDDLESEX 

42.5 

53.5 

32.3 

47.2 

37.6 

42 . 9 

53.0 

32.9 

47.5 

37.9 

387 

51 .0 

26.7 

43.3 

30.6 

NANTUCKET 

42.6 

55.6 

31.7 

42. 1 

16.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

42.6 

55.6 

31.7 

42 . 1 

16.5 

NORFOLK 

41 . 9 

53.7 

31 .3 

42.2 

36.7 

42 . 7 

54.6 

32.1 

50.0 

38.2 

36.0 

47.3 

25.0 

161 

24.6 

PLYMOUTH 

39.3 

51  .0 

20.2 

44 . 3 

31  .8 

40.0 

51 .5 

29.5 

43.2 

32.0 

38.2 

50.3 

26.2 

45.9 

30.3 

SUFFOLK 

43.4 

53.5 

37.4 

42.0 

30.0 

43.4 

53.5 

37.4 

42.0 

30.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

WORCESTER 

41 .0 

52.2 

32.2 

33.6 

29.9 

42.0 

52.1 

33.0 

32.3 

30.9 

41.3 

52.5 

30.2 

42.2 

23.7 

7 


T ABLE  j LABOR  FORCE  PARTICIPATION  RATE  (PERCENT)  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SELECTED  AGE-GROUPS,  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES  MASSACHUSETTS.  1 970  - - CONT I NUED 


STATE  NAME 

T 

0 

i 

T A 

L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B 

A 

N - 

- 

R 

U 

R A 

L - 

OR 

AGE 

W 

H 

I T E 

0 

T 

her 

W H 1 

T E 

0 T H 

E R 

W H 

I T E 

0 

T H 

E R 

COUNTY  NAME 

CD 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE  FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE  FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

•MASS 

1 

49. 

4 

52. 

4 

47.3 

39. 

4 

37.2 

50. 1 

52.9 

48. 

3 

398 

37. 

6 

45  . 

2 

49.5 

41.0 

30. 

2 

24. 

7 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

2 

68. 

5 

77 

4 

61.3 

71  . 

9 

51 .8 

68.7 

77.1 

62. 

1 

72  7 

51 

8 

66- 

3 

79.4 

55.0 

53 

2 

50. 

0 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

3 

68. 

2 

94. 

3 

43.1 

85. 

6 

48.2 

68.8 

94.3 

44  . 

3 

86.6 

48. 

4 

65. 

0 

94.4 

37.1 

64. 

4 

44  . 

9 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

4 

72 

7 

95. 

9 

50.7 

87. 

3 

54.5 

72.6 

95.8 

50. 

9 

87.9 

54. 

0 

73. 

2 

96.4 

50.0 

78 

1 

63. 

9 

STATE  TOTAL 

-MASS 

5 

72. 

2 

90. 

4 

56.2 

84. 

6 

57.5 
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50.0 

74.0 

95.8 

53 

.9 

85.6 

46 

. 7 

75 

. 1 

96. 1 

53.8 

91 

.9 

78 

.6 

WORCESTER 

S 

73 

.2 

90 

.9 

57.1 

70 

.7 

53.2 

73.3 

90.9 

57 

.8 

76.4 

56 

.3 

72 

.8 

91 . 1 

55.0 

89 

.2 

40 

.4 

WORCESTER 

6 

17 

.3 

26 

.8 

10.9 

23 

.7 

24.8 

17.1 

26.5 

1 1 

. 1 

23.8 

27 

.4 

17 

.8 

27.8 

10.4 

23 

.4 

1 1 

.3 

FOOTNOTE  TO  AGE/CD  COLUMN  1 - THE  CODES  IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENTS  AGE-GROUPS  AS  KEYED  BELOW: 


CODE 

AGE  GROUP 

1 

16  19 

4 

35-44  * 

2 

20-24 

5 

45-64 

3 

25-34 

6 

65  AND  OVER 

8 


TABLE  14- *PER  CAPITA  INCOME  (DOLLARS).  IN  1969.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  POPULATION.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
MASSACHUSETTS 


STATE  name 

• - T 

0 

T A 

i 

. - 

• - u 

R 

B A 

N 

. 

• • R 

U 

R A 

L 

OR 

w H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T £ 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

total 

male 

female 

male 

female 

STATE  total  -mass 

3425 

5306 

1788 

2971 

1555 

3419 

5274 

1840 

2949 

1568 

3456 

5466 

1 506 

3397 

1234 

BARNSTABLE 

3357 

5266 

1687 

2718 

946 

3093 

4052 

1579 

2858 

932 

3543 

5549 

1 760 

2436 

971 

BERKSHIRE 

3203 

4921 

1637 

3056 

1161 

3202 

4936 

1660 

2069 

1136 

3205 

4809 

1563 

4045 

131  1 

BRISTOL 

2938 

4421 

1619 

3089 

1406 

2903 

4334 

1649 

3016 

1433 

3105 

4817 

1 473 

3982 

1039 

DUKES 

3237 

5293 

1652 

1540 

993 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3237 

5293 

1652 

1540 

993 

ESSEX 

3490 

5419 

1763 

3326 

1342 

3454 

5326 

1797 

3292 

1362 

3795 

6166 

1463 

3961 

932 

franklin 

3075 

4621 

1631 

2693 

758 

2964 

4398 

1703 

3730 

049 

3149 

4761 

1502 

2157 

570 

HAMPDEN 

3240 

5019 

1730 

2852 

1320 

3230 

4990 

1763 

2854 

1327 

3322 

5245 

1457 

2666 

556 

HAMPSHIRE 

3008 

4466 

1657 

2979 

1384 

2879 

4236 

1698 

2366 

1325 

3294 

5006 

1562 

5772 

1776 

MIDDLESEX 

3747 

5833 

1846 

4125 

1821 

3700 

5724 

1867 

4070 

1847 

4241 

6924 

1630 

5060 

1294 

NANTUCKET 

304  4 

4682 

1599 

3328 

1559 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3044 

4682 

1599 

3328 

1559 

NORFOLK 

4041 

6448 

1889 

3699 

1644 

4086 

6518 

1942 

4222 

1696 

3695 

5944 

1455 

1938 

1235 

PLYMOUTH 

3220 

5111 

1457 

3506 

1589 

3189 

5041 

1504 

3394 

1739 

3269 

5216 

1381 

3660 

1360 

SUFFOLK 

3108 

4601 

2174 

2666 

1 598 

3108 

4601 

2174 

2666 

1598 

0 

0 

• 0 

0 

0 

WORCESTER 

3192 

4076 

1620 

3825 

1402 

3201 

4856 

1607 

2754 

1402 

3170 

4925 

1445 

3207 

1405 

TABLE  IS- - PURCHASING  POWER  OF  LABOR  FORCE  EARNING  CAPACITY  BY  COUNTY 
MASSACHUSETTS.  1969  1/ 


STATE  OR  COUNTY 

factor 

STATE  RECORD 

110 

BARNSTABLE 

96 

BERKSHIRE 

107 

BRISTOL 

107 

DUKES 

96 

ESSEX 

112 

FRANK  LIN 

96 

HAMPDEN 

107 

HAMPSHIRE 

107 

miodlesex 

1 1 2 

NANTUCKET 

96 

NORFOLK 

112 

PLYMOUTH 

107 

SUFFOLK 

1 1 2 

WORCESTER 

107 

1/  FOR  FACTOR  DERIVATION  SEE  EXPLANATORY  NOTES. 


9 


’ 


NEW  HAMPSHIRE 


TABLE  1-- INDEX  OF  ECONOMIC  UTILIZATION  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970 


• - T 0 T 

A L - - 

- - U R B 

A N - • 

- - R U R A 

L 

STATE  OR  COUNTY 

: TOTAL  : WHITE 

: OTHER 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

OTHER 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

0 T 

her 

male  female 

male  female 

: MALE  FEMALE 

male  female 

: MALE  FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

N.H.  STATE  RECORD 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity  X 

109.7 

105.7 

113.1 

83.4 

125.6 

104.6 

102.1 

111.9 

75.5 

117.2 

116.7 

110.5 

114.5 

103.5 

WARRANTED  MEO  INC 

DOL 

4528  . 

6846. 

2646. 

5397. 

2937. 

4317 

6610. 

2617. 

4887. 

2740. 

4816. 

7153. 

2678. 

6701  . 

- • 

actual  median  INC 

DOL 

4071  . 

6321  . 

2344. 

4053. 

2238. 

3967. 

6313. 

2400 . 

3722. 

2477. 

4223. 

6331 

2254  . 

6306  . 

- - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

89.9 

92.3 

88.6 

75.1 

76.2 

91  .9 

95.5 

91 .7 

76.2 

90.4 

87.7 

88 . 5 

84 . 2 

94. 1 

N.H.  BELKNAP 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPAC I TY 

X 

105.1 

99.2 

114.6 

96.1 

91  .6 

113.2 

113.1 

105.6 

115.5 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4187. 

6198. 

2588. 

- • • - 

.... 

3629. 

5724. 

2556. 

- - - - 

.... 

4507. 

6602  . 

2£09 

• - - - 

- - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

00  L 

3762  . 

5750. 

2395. 

- - - - 

* 

3447. 

5511  . 

2477. 

- - - - 

.... 

41  10. 

5924  . 

2272. 

...  - 

- • 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

89.9 

92.8 

92.5 

— 

*.*• 

90.0 

96.3 

96.9 

— 

— 

91 .2 

89.7 

07.1 

— 

* * 

N.H.  CARROLL 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

104.7 

99.9 

1076 

104.7 

99.9 

107.6 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4172. 

6243  • 

2429. 

- - - - 

- - - - 

.... 

.... 

- - . - 

- - - - 

. - - - 

4172. 

6243 

2429. 

- - - - 

- - 

ACTUAL  MEOIAN  INC 

DOL 

3541  . 

5348. 

1976. 

.... 

.... 

.... 

.... 

.... 

.... 

.... 

3541  . 

5348. 

1976. 

.... 

- - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

84.9 

85.7 

81 .4 

— 

— 

* 

— 

— 



84.9 

85.7 

81 .4 

— 

* ' 

N.H.  CHESHIRE 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

113.5 

103.2 

1239 

115.7 

112  1 

126  6 

112.2 

98. 1 

122.1 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4523. 

6453. 

2797. 

• - - - 

- - - - 

4610. 

7004. 

2859. 

- - * - 

.... 

4473. 

6134. 

2757. 



• • 

ACTUAL  MEOIAN  INC 

DOL 

4130. 

6209. 

2282. 

.... 

.... 

3902. 

6551  . 

1981  ■ 

.... 

.... 

4267. 

6011. 

2547. 

- - - - 

- - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

91.3 

96.2 

81  .6 

— 

— 

84.6 

93.5 

69.3 

— 

— 

95.4 

98.0 

92.4 

— 

N.H.  COOS 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

X 

83.0 

82.6 

86.8 

76.6 

75.6 

86  3 

88.5 

88.6 

86.8 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3307. 

5166. 

1960. 

- - - - 

- - - - 

3051  . 

4724. 

1950. 

- - - - 

.... 

3527. 

5539. 

1960. 

• - - - 

- - 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3599. 

5792. 

1848. 

• ••» 

.... 

3661  . 

6175. 

1908. 

.... 

.... 

3546. 

5517. 

1784. 

.... 

- - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

108.8 

112.1 

94.3 

.... 

120.0 

130.7 

97.9 

— 

— 

100.6 

99.6 

91  .0 

— 

N.H.  GRAFTON 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

X 

94.8 

80.9 

112.8 

84.5 

67.3 

113.8 

103.8 

93.8 

112.4 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3779. 

5059. 

2547. 

-•  • - 

• - • - 

3366. 

4204. 

2569. 

- • - . 

.... 

4136. 

5864. 

2537. 

- - • - 

- - 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

OOL 

3166. 

4941  . 

1970. 

• - - - 

.... 

2422. 

3283. 

1840. 

• - • - 

.... 

3676. 

5709. 

2124. 

.... 

- - 

• - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

83.8 

97.7 

77.3 

.... 

.... 

72.0 

78.1 

71.6 

— 

— 

86.9 

97.4 

83.7 

.... 

" • 

N.H.  HILLSBOROUGH 

warranted  earning 
capacity  % 

114.3 

114.0 

114.0 

91.2 

108.0 

108.7 

112.8 

132.2 

128. 1 

119.7 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

OOL 

4837. 

7569. 

2753. 

6051  . 

.... 

4570. 

7217. 

2705. 



.... 

5592. 

8503. 

2869. 

.... 

- - 

- • 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4418. 

6927. 

2575. 

3855. 

.... 

4265. 

6765. 

2605. 

- - - - 

.... 

4935. 

7394. 

2475. 

.... 

- • 

- - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

91  .3 

91 . 5 

93.5 

63.7 

- . . - 

93.3 

93.7 

96.3 

— 

— 

88.3 

87.0 

86.3 

— 

" * 

N.H.  MERRIMACK 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

X 

108.1 

104.6 

118.1 

103.8 

100.2 

121.7 

113.2 

109.6 

113.7 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4307. 

6539. 

2667. 

.... 

- - - - 

4138. 

6266. 

2748. 

.... 

.... 

4512. 

6854. 

2567. 

.... 

- - 

ACTUAL  MEOIAN  INC 

DOL 

4180. 

6144. 

251 1 . 

.... 

•••• 

4224. 

6183. 

2777. 

• - - - 

.... 

4126. 

6091  - 

2059. 

.... 

- - 

- - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

97.0 

94.0 

94.1 

.... 

— 

102.1 

98.7 

101  .0 



— 

91  .4 

88.9 

80.2 

— 

* * 

N.H.  ROCKINQHAM 

Warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

125.1 

124.2 

1160 

162 . 9 

121  .7 

124.3 

1 14.6 

128.1 

124.2 

117.3 

.-WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

5447. 

8483. 

2663. 

.... 

4020. 

5299. 

8489. 

2827. 

— 

— 

5577. 

8487  . 

2894. 

.... 

- - 

- * 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4520. 

7008. 

2378. 

.... 

2929. 

4410. 

6900. 

2402. 

• 

- - - - 

4637. 

7093. 

2356. 

.... 

- - 

- - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

83.0 

82.6 

83.1 



72.9 

83.2 

81 .3 

85.0 

* 

— 

83.1 

83.6 

8 1 .4 



“ ' 

* * 

N.H.  STRAFFORD 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

99.6 

93.2 

107.0 

95.6 

90.2 

103.8 

120.4 

107.8 

124.0 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3969. 

5826. 

2417. 

.... 

.... 

3808. 

5635. 

2343. 



.... 

4797. 

6736. 

2801  . 

— 

- - 

“ * 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3591  . 

5726. 

2172. 

. . - - 

.... 

3471  . 

5674. 

2102. 

- - - - 

.... 

4078. 

5930. 

2712. 

- - - - 

• - 

- - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

90.5 

98.3 

89.9 

.... 

91  .2 

100.7 

89.7 

— 

— 

85.0 

88.0 

96.8 

.... 

‘ * 

“ * 

N.H.  SULLIVAN 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

104.1 

100.9 

103.9 

101  .8 

103-2 

99.9 

107.3 

97.9 

109.7 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4150. 

6306. 

2347. 

.... 

.... 

4057. 

6449. 

2256. 

.... 

.... 

4275. 

6122. 

2476. 

.... 

- - 

• - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3885. 

6068. 

2163. 

.... 

.... 

3887. 

6309. 

2197. 

.... 

.... 

3882. 

5737. 

2106. 

- * 

• • 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

93.6 

96.2 

92.  1 

.... 



95.8 

97.8 

97.4 

— 



90.8 

93.7 

85.1 

— 

* ‘ 

• * 

TABLE  2 - 

ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  AGE  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970  (11 

AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY 

SEX  AND 

RACE. 

COUNTIES. 

STATE  NAME 

OR 

- - T 

0 

W H 

T 

I T E 

A L 

0 T 

HER 

- - u 

R 

W H 

B 

I T E 

A N 

0 T 

HER 

R U 

W H 

R 

1 T E 

A L 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL  male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

state  total 

■n.h. 

99.2 

99.9 

98-9 

92.6 

100.4 

97.4 

98.5 

97-7 

88.7 

98.6 

101 .6 

101 . 7 

100.7 

103. 1 

104.2 

BELKNAP 

98.6 

100.3 

99.5 

124.7 

104.3 

96.5 

99.3 

97.2 

129.7 

.0 

100.3 

101 . 1 

101.7 

122.8 

104.3 

CARROLL 

99.3 

100.  1 

102.8 

129.7 

116.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

99.3 

100.1 

102.8 

129.7 

116.4 

CHESHIRE 

98.7 

99.6 

99.  1 

86.8 

93.3 

95.9 

97.0 

97-4 

96.8 

82.7 

100.7 

101  .4 

1005 

80.7 

107.2 

COOS 

99.8 

102. 1 

100.4 

.0 

113.3 

97.9 

102. 1 

97.4 

.0 

.0 

101 .4 

102.0 

103.2 

.0 

113.3 

GRAFTON 

96.3 

96.4 

98.1 

55.1 

101  .0 

91 .9 

91 .0 

94.8 

48.7 

92.0 

99.4 

100.0 

100.6 

83.5 

114.1 

HILLSBOROUGH 

99.6 

100.8 

98.6 

98.4 

101 .3 

98.0 

99.8 

97.7 

95.3 

97.8 

104.0 

103.4 

101 .3 

108.2 

108.9 

MERRIMACK 

98.9 

100.3 

989 

1 1B. 5 

79.0 

97.2 

99.0 

98-6 

102.7 

96.1 

100.9 

101 .6 

99  • 2 

126.8 

44 . 0 

ROCKINGHAM 

101 . 1 

100.2 

99.3 

90.5 

107.6 

99.5 

98.1 

98.9 

89 . 1 

107.8 

102.6 

102  . i 

99 . 7 

101.0 

106.3 

STRAFFORD 

97.1 

97.3 

97.3 

91 .8 

75.1 

96.2 

96.8 

96.5 

88.4 

72.8 

101  .3 

99.8 

101  .3 

98.4 

92.4 

SULLIVAN 

(1)  INDEXES 

99.7 

WERE  COMPUTED  FOR 

100.2  100-3  105.5  101.2 

! ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  FVEN 

98.6 

THOUGH 

99.3  100-0 

LESS  THAN  200 

119.0  82.3 

PERSONS  WERE 

101 .3 

IN  THE 

101  .4 

GROUP. 

100-8 

100.1 

114.8 

TABLE  3- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

. . 

T 0 

T 

A L 

. - 

- . u 

R 

8 

A N 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL  male 

female 

male 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  *N.H. 

101.4 

101 . 1 

102-3 

106.5 

112.0 

99.0 

99.8 

99.0 

1088 

111.1 

104.4 

102.6 

106.7 

101.6 

114.1 

BELKNAP 

99.7 

99.1 

101.6 

74.4 

93.4 

95.8 

95.8 

97.7 

68.0 

113.0 

103. 1 

101 .7 

105.2 

79.3 

85.6 

CARROLL 

106.6 

103.7 

109.5 

69.2 

86.0 

.0 

• 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

106.6 

103.7 

109.5 

69.2 

86.0 

CHESHIRE 

101.5 

100.2 

104.6 

81  6 

128.1 

105.2 

104.6 

106.4 

84.2 

103.8 

99.3 

97.6 

103-5 

79.7 

139.8 

COOS 

89.3 

89.4 

92.3 

.0 

65.1 

85.2 

85.9 

88.2 

.0 

.0 

92.8 

92.1 

95.8 

.0 

65.1 

GRAFTON 

106.0 

103.2 

108.9 

120.9 

120.6 

111.2 

109.8 

111.3 

122.2 

120.6 

102.9 

99.6 

107.5 

115.8 

120.6 

HILLSBOROUGH 

99.1 

100.2 

90.5 

106.9 

102.1 

95.8 

97.7 

95. 0 

101 .7 

94.7 

107.9 

106.4 

108.2 

122.6 

120.4 

MERRIMACK 

103.2 

102.5 

104-6 

105.3 

118.7 

101  . i 

101 .0 

101 .3 

104.6 

120.0 

105.8 

104.2 

108-0 

105.9 

113.0 

ROCKINGHAM 

107.4 

106.5 

107.6 

1 10.9 

121 .8 

107.3 

107.2 

106.7 

110.6 

121.9 

107.5 

106.0 

108.8 

112.7 

120.7 

STRAFFORD 

98.5 

98.9 

99-2 

122.5 

115.8 

96.9 

97.7 

97.5 

136.7 

115.8 

105.6 

104.0 

107.3 

95.5 

.0 

SULLIVAN 

66.1 

95.3 

98-8 

93.1 

88.9 

95.1 

95.8 

96.0 

115.4 

82.3 

97.3 

94.6 

102.6 

85.0 

96.8 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTEO  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROMP . 

TABLE  4-  ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  WEEKS-WORKEO  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  ANO  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

T 0 

T 

A L 

. - 

- - u 

l R 

8 

A N 

. - 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -N.H. 

104.1 

102.4 

104.7 

93.5 

99.9 

104.4 

101 . 7 

106.9 

92.7 

99.7 

103.8 

103.3 

101  .6 

96.0 

100.3 

BELKNAP 

103.2 

100.0 

107.  1 

74.2 

138.6 

103.8 

98.7 

111.8 

36.2 

57.6 

102.7 

101  .0 

102.7 

107.8 

158.8 

CARROLL 

98.1 

97.9 

98.7 

101  .9 

203.0 

• 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

98. 1 

97.9 

98.7 

101 .9 

203.0 

CHESHIRE 

105.9 

101 .6 

109.1 

94.7 

122.6 

106.2 

103.1 

109.7 

96.7 

142.3 

105.7 

100.6 

108.6 

93.5 

100.4 

COOS 

97.6 

98.9 

97.3 

.0 

129.6 

98.0 

96.8 

102.7 

.0 

.0 

97.3 

100.6 

92.6 

.0 

129.6 

GRAFTON 

94.8 

89.  7 

99.3 

44.6 

106.7 

87.4 

77.9 

99.2 

45. 1 

136.8 

100.6 

99.8 

99.4 

39.2 

71  .8 

HILLSBOROUGH 

107.4 

106.1 

107.7 

88.3 

92.3 

107.7 

105.6 

109.8 

96.9 

89. 8 

106.7 

107.3 

101 . 7 

68.4 

98.0 

MERRIMACK 

102.6 

100.8 

105.5 

105.6 

106.6 

103.5 

100.3 

109.6 

86.5 

127.9 

101  .5 

101 .5 

100.4 

121  .7 

61  .0 

ROCKINGHAM 

107.0 

107.5 

102- 2 

114.7 

99.1 

107.7 

108.5 

102.0 

114.1 

96.4 

106.5 

106.7 

102.4 

119.5 

116.5 

STRAFFORD  ' 

101  .4 

97 . 9 

104.7 

76.8 

94. 1 

100.9 

97.4 

104.8 

70.1 

98.4 

103.7 

100.3 

104.3 

98.0 

16.4 

SULLIVAN 

104.9 

105.0 

102.8 

120.7 

63.0 

104.5 

105.3 

102,.  9 

125.0 

65.3 

105.4 

104.6 

102.7 

119.1 

59.9 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE  GROUP. 

TABLE  5- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  EMPLOYMENT -UNEMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970  (II 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - u 

R 

B 

A N 

- - R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

W H 

MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

total 

W H 

MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -N.fc. 

100.3 

100.5 

100.1 

98.5 

101.0 

1004 

100.5 

100.3 

98  7 

100  3 

100.3 

100  5 

99 . 9 

98 . 3 

102  4 

BELKNAP 

100.2 

100.2 

100.3 

67.8 

102.4 

1000 

99. 9 

100.4 

50.9 

.0 

100.4 

100.5 

100.2 

102.0 

102  4 

CARROLL 

99.5 

99.9 

99.0- 

102.0 

102.4 

.0 

0 

.0 

0 

.0 

99.5 

99  9 

99  0 

102.0 

102.4 

CHESHIRE 

100.8 

100.9 

100-6 

102.0 

102.4 

101  .0 

100.9 

100.9 

102.0 

102.4 

100.7 

100  9 

100.3 

102  0 

102  4 

COOS 

99.6 

99.6 

99.6 

.0 

102.4 

100.0 

99. 5 

101.0 

0 

.0 

99.2 

99.7 

98 . 4 

0 

102  4 

GRAFTON 

100.4 

100.3 

100.5 

102.0 

102.4 

100.7 

100.8 

100.4 

102.0 

102.4 

100.1 

99.9 

100.6 

102.0 

102.4 

HILLSBOROUGH 

100.6 

100.6 

100.5 

98.2 

100.1 

100.5 

100.5 

100.6 

100.3 

99.0 

100.7 

100  8 

100.2 

91.6 

102  4 

MERRIMACK 

101  .0 

100.9 

101  .0 

102.0 

102.4 

101  .2 

100.9 

101 .4 

102.0 

102.4 

100.7 

100.8 

100.5 

102 . 0 

102  4 

ROCKINGHAM 

100.2 

100.4 

1000 

95.6 

101 .4 

100.4 

100. 5 

100.3 

94.8 

101 . 2 

100.1 

100.2 

99  8 

97 . 7 

102.4 

STRAFFORD 

99.5 

100.2 

98.6 

96. 1 

102.4 

99.4 

100.2 

98.4 

102.0 

102 . 4 

100.0 

100.3 

99.6 

91  .2 

102.4 

SULLIVAN 

100.0 

100.9 

98.5 

102.0 

91 . 1 

99.8 

100.7 

98.4 

102.0 

75.2 

100.2 

101  .0 

98.6 

102.0 

102.4 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  CROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP 


TABLE  6--EC0N0MIC  INDEX  OF  LABOR  FORCE  STATUS  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  RURAL  AND  URBAN  PERSONS  16  YEARS  OF  AGE  ANO  OVER.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

• - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - 

- - R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

K'  H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -N.H. 

102.4 

100.7 

104.1 

90.2 

108.7 

102.5 

100.5 

105.2 

85.5 

105.4 

102.2 

101 . 1 

102.5 

100.4 

117  4 

BELKNAP 

101 .3 

98.4 

104.6 

B 1 .2 

144.3 

100.3 

96.8 

105  6 

60. 1 

52.6 

102.1 

99.7 

103-8 

99.9 

1 67  2 

CARROLL 

98.6 

97.7 

99.9 

121.6 

167.2 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

0 

.0 

98.6 

97.7 

99.9 

121  6 

167  2 

CHESHIRE 

104.5 

100.8 

107.9 

97.2 

126.7 

106.3 

104.2 

109.3 

99.4 

132.2 

103.4 

90.8 

106.8 

96. 1 

120.6 

COOS 

96.8 

97.7 

97.0 

.0 

103.5 

95.3 

95.0 

97.7 

.0 

.0 

98. 1 

99.8 

96 . 3 

vO 

103.5 

GRAFTON 

97.5 

91 . 5 

103.6 

63.7 

91 .8 

93.8 

83.7 

105.4 

59.9 

96.0 

100.5 

98. 1 

102 . 4 

104 . 3 

86 . 9 

HILLSBOROUGH 

104.4 

103.5 

105.2 

92.5 

98.0 

104.9 

103.8 

106.5 

98.2 

96.9 

102.8 

1028 

101  .5 

79.6 

100.6 

MERRIMACK 

100.4 

98.7 

103.5 

93.8 

125.5 

100.2 

97.5 

104.8 

82.5 

123.9 

100.8 

100.0 

101  ■ 9 

114.5 

129.0 

ROCKINGHAM 

103.6 

104.3 

102.7 

107.0 

114.6 

1028 

104.7 

102.1 

102.7 

111.0 

104.2 

104.0 

103.2 

121.6 

137.5 

STRAFFORD 

102.4 

98.9 

106.1 

75.5 

103.2 

102.1 

98.5 

106.3 

68.4 

99.7 

103.0 

100.9 

104.9 

96  8 

167.2 

SULLIVAN 

103.1 

102.3 

103.6 

114.6 

104.5 

102.7 

102.7 

103.3 

121  .6 

89.5 

103.7 

101  .9 

104.1 

112.1 

125.5 

(1  ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE  GROUP. 

TABLE  TE- 

ECONOMIC INDEX  OF 

OCCUPATIONAL 

DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN 

THE  RURAL  AND 

URBAN 

LABOR  FORCES.  BY 

SEX  AND  RACE. 

COUNTIES.  NEW  HAMPSHIRE. 

1970  i 

l 1 ) 

STATE  name 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

. - 

- - U 

R 

8 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

county  name 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

total 

male 

female 

MALE 

female 

total 

male 

female 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  • 

■N.H.  102.0 

101 . 1 

102  5 

101  .6 

101 .8 

101 .0 

101.1 

102-5 

100.1 

101 .5 

103.4 

101  .0 

102  4 

104 . 2 

102.4 

BELKNAP 

102.0 

101 .2 

100-8 

102.9 

60.9 

99.7 

100.9 

100.7 

.0 

.0 

103.9 

101  .4 

101.0 

102 . 9 

60.9 

CARROLL 

102.8 

100.7 

97.9 

56.3 

43.4 

.0 

- 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

102.8 

100.7 

97.9 

563 

43  4 

CHESHIRE 

101 .5 

100.1 

101  .0 

104.4 

108.8 

100.7 

101 . 9 

101 . 1 

91 . 8 

99.2 

102.1 

98 . 9 

100.9 

111.5 

121.4 

COOS 

98.9 

94.2 

99  6 

.0 

50.4 

98.2 

94 . 2 

99.2 

.0 

.0 

99.4 

94 . 2 

100.1 

.0 

50  4 

GRAFTON 

100.2 

93 . 8 

102. 1 

101.1 

91  .2 

1002 

102.5 

102.8 

97.5 

81 .3 

100  - 2 

96.3 

1 0 1 . 6 

117.1 

105.6 

HILLSBOROUGH 

102.7 

102.2 

103.8 

108.1 

106.7 

101 .3 

101 . 3 

103  - 3 

102. 1 

98.3 

106.6 

104.7 

105-5 

130  6 

123.9 

MERRIMACK 

101.7 

101.4 

103.6 

90. 1 

102.0 

100.7 

101 . 6 

103.9 

93.2 

97.0 

102.9 

101 .2 

103  • 2 

88  5 

112  1 

ROCKINGHAM 

103.6 

103.4 

103.1 

100.4 

108.0 

102.6 

103.6 

103.9 

95.2 

107.6 

104.5 

103. 1 

102.5 

113.3 

109.7 

STRAFFORD 

1008 

99.7 

101 .2 

110.9 

101 . 1 

100.0 

99.2 

100.5 

118.1 

104.2 

104.5 

102.2 

104.7 

95. 1 

77.6 

SULLIVAN 

100.5 

97.5 

100.0 

86.4 

98.9 

101  .4 

99.5 

99.5 

104.5 

60.9 

99.4 

94.8 

100.6 

79.2 

112.5 

(1)  INDEXES 

WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE  GROUP. 

3 


TABLE  8- -ECONOMIC  INOEX  OF  INDUSTRY  EMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970  ( 1 ) 


STATE  name 

- . 

T 0 

T 

A L 

. ■ 

- - 

U R 

a 

A N 

. . 

- - R 

U 

R 

A L 

- . 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -N.H. 

106.8 

103.3 

105.7 

100.8 

97.9 

107.4 

104.5 

106.3 

100.6 

102.4 

105.9 

101 .7 

104.7 

101 .0 

B8.9 

BELKNAP 

102.1 

100.7 

101  .2 

71.5 

58.9 

101.6 

101 .3 

101 .3 

.0 

.0 

102.5 

100.1 

101 . 1 

71.5 

58.9 

CARROLL 

93.7 

98.2 

93.7 

28.4 

72.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

93.7 

98.2 

93.7 

26.4 

72.4 

CHESHIRE 

106.8 

102.4 

106.4 

105.5 

95.1 

102.8 

102.5 

103.8 

1(55. 1 

98.3 

109.6 

102.3 

108.4 

105.8 

91  .0 

COOS 

1 10.3 

103.6 

106-0 

.0 

17.2 

114.5 

108.5 

106.7 

.0 

.0 

106.8 

99.9 

105.4 

.0 

17.2 

GRAFTON 

93.8 

98.1 

94.6 

93.4 

61.2 

66.6 

97.5 

69.9 

89.7 

73.2 

99.0 

98.4 

9B.2 

109.3 

93.0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

111.2 

105.5 

109.5 

105.5 

101  .9 

111.4 

106.1 

1 10.3 

105.5 

106.2 

110.5 

103.9 

107.0 

105.5 

93.2 

MERRIMACK 

103.4 

102.3 

106.9 

102.9 

105.8 

103.4 

103.2 

107.6 

97.9 

122.3 

103.3 

101 .2 

105.9 

105.5 

73.0 

ROCKINGHAM 

106.5 

103.5 

104.7 

101  .9 

105.9 

104.9 

104.1 

102.6 

99.3 

103.6 

107.9 

102.9 

106.6 

108.4 

115.5 

STRAFFORD 

108.9 

103.5 

106.9 

98.6 

92.9 

109.6 

104.1 

107.1 

97.3 

97.4 

105.0 

100.4 

105.7 

101 .4 

58.9 

SULLIVAN 

110.7 

104.5 

104.5 

99.3 

82.5 

111.4 

106.4 

103.8 

108.2 

56.9 

109.9 

102.2 

105.6 

95.7 

90.9 

( 1 > INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  9- -EMPLOYMENT . HIGHEST  FIVE  OCCUPATIONS.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

OC 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

• . 

- - u 

R 

8 A 

N 

- - 

- - R 

u 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

CD 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  name 

(2) 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

7 

64878 

36883 

27772 

82 

1 41 

38213 

21102 

16954 

49 

108 

26665 

15781 

10818 

33 

33 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

6 

46630 

43777 

2764 

79 

10 

24972 

23342 

1573 

47 

10 

21658 

20435 

1 191 

32 

0 

state  total 

-N.H. 

4 

44128 

11227 

32745 

40 

116 

28166 

7442 

20612 

34 

78 

15962 

3785 

12133 

6 

38 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

t 

43692 

26039 

17348 

182 

123 

24619 

14624 

9800 

110 

77 

19073 

11415 

7548 

64 

46 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

9 

32457 

14824 

17435 

110 

88 

19677 

9401 

10149 

76 

51 

12780 

5423 

7286 

’ 34 

37 

BELKNAP 

7 

2732 

1498 

1234 

0 

0 

1300 

721 

579 

0 

0 

1432 

777 

655 

0 

0 

BELKNAP 

6 

2249 

2135 

114 

0 

0 

891 

836 

55 

0 

0 

1358 

1299 

59 

0 

0 

BELKNAP 

4 

1786 

452 

1334 

0 

0 

904 

223 

761 

0 

0 

802 

229 

573 

0 

0 

BELKNAP 

1 

1730 

917 

813 

0 

0 

749 

391 

358 

0 

0 

981 

526 

455 

0 

0 

BELKNAP 

9 

1722 

715 

985 

6 

16 

832 

377 

455 

0 

0 

890 

338 

530 

6 

16 

CARROLL 

6 

1338 

1278 

60 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1338 

1278 

60 

0 

0 

Carroll 

9 

995 

384 

602 

0 

9 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

995 

384 

602 

0 

9 

CARROLL 

7 

959 

721 

238 

0 

0 

0 

0 

O 

0 

0 

959 

721 

238 

0 

0 

CARROLL 

3 

942 

736 

206 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

942 

736 

206 

0 

0 

CARROLL 

1 

678 

471 

407 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

878 

471 

407 

0 

0 

CHESHIRE 

7 

5245 

3169 

2057 

8 

11 

1760 

1061 

693 

0 

6 

3485 

2108 

1364 

8 

5 

Cheshire 

. 6 

3669 

3556 

298 

10 

5 

1434 

1315 

109 

5 

5 

2435 

2241 

189 

5 

0 

CHESHIRE 

4 

3497 

778 

2710 

0 

9 

1777 

409 

1 353 

0 

9 

1720 

369 

1351 

0 

0 

CHESHIRE 

1 

2616 

1626 

1168 

12 

10 

1195 

688 

507 

0 

0 

1621 

938 

661 

12 

10 

CHESHIRE 

9 

2210 

929 

1272 

4 

5 

982 

396 

577 

4 

5 

1228 

533 

695 

0 

0 

COOS 

7 

3540 

2128 

1412 

0 

0 

1777 

1047 

730 

0 

0 

1763 

1081 

682 

0 

0 

COOS 

6 

1977 

1870 

107 

0 

0 

' 909 

850 

59 

0 

0 

1 068 

1020 

48 

0 

0 

COOS 

9 

1386 

576 

810 

0 

0 

670 

266 

404 

0 

0 

716 

310 

406 

0 

0 

COOS 

1 

1362 

622 

740 

0 

0 

570 

233 

337 

0 

0 

792 

389 

403 

0 

0 

COOS 

4 

1286 

452 

BS4 

0 

0 

601 

218 

383 

0 

0 

685 

234 

451 

0 

0 

GRAFTON 

7 

3633 

2395 

1438 

0 

5 

1205 

702 

503 

0 

0 

2633 

1693 

935 

0 

5 

GRAFTON 

1 

3522 

1899 

1590 

20 

13 

1803 

1046 

734 

15 

8 

1719 

853 

856 

5 

5 

GRAFTON 

6 

3236 

3071 

152 

13 

0 

1075 

1036 

31 

8 

0 

2161 

2035 

121 

5 

0 

GRAFTON 

9 

3213 

1520 

1669 

19 

5 

1566 

812 

735 

19 

0 

1647 

708 

934 

0 

5 

GRAFTON 

4 

3011 

682 

2314 

15 

0 

1537 

440 

1082 

15 

0 

1474 

242 

1232 

0 

0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

7 

21112 

11486 

9554 

22 

50 

16304 

8748 

7495 

22 

39 

4808 

2738 

2059 

0 

1 1 

HILLSBOROUGH 

4 

14706 

3956 

10723 

4 

23 

11521 

3178 

8326 

4 

13 

31  85 

778 

2397 

0 

10 

HILLSBOROUGH 

1 

14046 

8766 

5185 

6l 

34 

9459 

5765 

3638 

41 

15 

4507 

3qo1 

1547 

20 

19 

HILLSBOROUGH 

6 

13759 

12642 

888 

29 

0 

9650 

8973 

648 

29 

0 

4109 

3869 

240 

0 

0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

9 

9036 

4486 

4515 

21 

14 

7073 

3593 

3453 

17 

10 

1963 

893 

1062 

4 

4 

•MERRIMACK 

7 

6153 

351  1 

2619 

14 

9 

3370 

1943 

1413 

5 

9 

2783 

1568 

1206 

9 

0 

MERRIMACK 

4 

5555 

1295 

4242 

0 

18 

3321 

780 

2537 

0 

4 

2234 

515 

1705 

0 

14 

MERRIMACK 

6 

5017 

4761 

251 

5 

0 

2420 

2279 

141 

0 

0 

2597 

2482 

1 10 

5 

0 

MERRIMACK 

1 

4867 

2639 

2210 

1 3 

5 

2678 

1428 

1239 

6 

5 

2189 

1 2 1 1 

971 

7 

0 

MERRIMACK 

9 

3777 

1535 

2218 

18 

6 

2261 

925 

1 322 

8 

6 

1516 

610 

896 

10 

0 

ROCKINGHAM 

7 

10198 

5828 

4304 

9 

57 

4101 

2357 

1690 

5 

49 

6097 

3471 

2614 

4 

8 

ROCKINGHAM 

1 

9123 

5781 

3240 

52 

50 

4292 

2664 

1552 

32 

44 

4831 

31  17 

1688 

20 

6 

ROCKINGHAM 

6 

8549 

8135 

397 

12 

5 

3697 

3517 

1 70 

5 

5 

4852 

4618 

227 

7 

0 

ROCKINGHAM 

4 

7848 

1993 

5791 

9 

55 

4075 

1009 

3016 

9 

4 1 

3773 

984 

2775 

0 

14 

ROCKINGHAM 

9 

5716 

2552 

3104 

37 

23 

2931 

1389 

1494 

28 

20 

2785 

1 1 63 

1610 

9 

3 

STRAFFORD 

. 7 

7517 

3854 

3645 

1 3 

5 

6312 

3193 

3106 

8 

5 

1205 

• 661 

539 

5 

0 

STRAFFORD 

6 

4497 

4179 

310 

0 

0 

3711 

3471 

240 

0 

0 

786 

708 

78 

0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

1 

4050 

2601 

1425 

19 

5 

31 1 1 

1946 

1141 

19 

5 

939 

655 

284 

0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

4 

3876 

1012 

2847 

6 

1 1 

3306 

877 

2412 

6 

1 1 

570 

135 

435 

0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

9 

3208 

1663 

1535 

5 

5 

2688 

1406 

1277 

0 

5 

520 

257 

258 

5 

0 

SULLIVAN 

7 

3584 

2293 

1271 

16 

4 

2084 

1330 

745 

9 

0 

1500 

953 

526 

7 

4 

SULLIVAN 

6 

2139 

1950 

1 79 

10 

0 

1 185 

1065 

120 

0 

0 

954 

085 

59 

10 

0 

SULLIVAN 

4 

1693 

469 

1218 

6 

0 

1044 

308 

736 

0 

0 

649 

161 

482 

6 

0 

SULLIVAN 

1 

1 29  J 

717 

570 

5 

6 

762 

463 

294 

5 

0 

536 

254 

276 

0 

6 

SULLIVAN 

9 

1184 

464 

725 

0 

5 

674 

237 

432 

0 

5 

520 

227 

293 

0 

0 

2)  FOOTNOTE  TO 

OC/CD  COLUMN  1 . 

THE 

CODES  IN 

THIS 

column 

represent  occupations 

AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE  OCCUPATION 


1 PROFESSIONAL.  TECHNICAL.  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

2 FARMERS  AND  FARM  MANAGERS 

3 MANAGERS.  OFFICIALS.  AND  PROPRIETORS.  EXCEPT  FARM 

4 CLERICAL  AND  KINDRED  WORKCRS 

5 SALES  WORKERS 

6 CRAFTSMEN.  FOREMEN.  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

7 OPERATIVES  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

8 PRIVATE  HOUSEHOLD  WORKERS 

9 SERVICE  WORKERS.  EXCEPT  PRIVATE  HOUSEHOLD 

10  FARM  LABORERS  AND  FOREMEN 

11  LABORERS.  EXCEPT  FARM 


4 


TABLE  10-- EMPLOYMENT  HIGHEST  FIVE  INDUSTRIES.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

IN 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - u 

R 

8 A 

N 

- . 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

CO 

(2) 

TOTAL 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 

female 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

STATE  TOTAL 

•N.H. 

4 

104S48 

67877 

36298 

237 

136 

61401 

39044 

22089 

160 

108 

43147 

28633 

1 4209 

77 

28 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

9 

71766 

29389 

41907 

221 

249 

40713 

16194 

24214 

146 

159 

31053 

13195 

17693 

75 

90 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

7 

45992 

25871 

19944 

66 

1 1 1 

27980 

15565 

12310 

43 

62 

18012 

10306 

7634 

23 

49 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

3 

20385 

19569 

781 

35 

0 

9669 

9187 

456 

26 

0 

10716 

10382 

325 

9 

0 

STATE  TOTAL 

•N.H. 

5 

1 3382 

10504 

2854 

20 

4 

7828 

6007 

1813 

4 

4 

5554 

4497 

1041 

16 

0 

BELKNAP 

4 

4077 

2601 

1476 

0 

0 

1882 

1 167 

715 

0 

0 

2195 

1434 

761 

0 

0 

BELKNAP 

9 

3430 

1281 

2149 

0 

0 

1603 

607 

996 

0 

0 

1827 

674 

1153 

0 

0 

BELKNAP 

7 

2382 

1395 

958 

13 

16 

1 164 

636 

528 

0 

0 

1218 

759 

430 

13 

16 

BELKNAP 

3 

1107 

1053 

54 

0 

0 

413 

374 

39 

0 

0 

694 

679 

15 

0 

0 

BELKNAP 

5 

583 

426 

157 

0 

0 

237 

162 

75 

0 

0 

346 

264 

82 

0 

0 

CARROLL 

9 

2354 

1026 

1317 

0 

1 1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2354 

1026 

1317 

0 

1 1 

CARROLL 

7 

1481 

795 

681 

0 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1481 

795 

681 

0 

5 

CARROLL 

4 

1 194 

906 

286 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 194 

906 

288 

0 

0 

CARROLL 

3 

652 

828 

24 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

852 

.828 

24 

0 

0 

CARROLL 

5 

401 

299 

102 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

401 

299 

102 

0 

0 

CHESHIRE 

4 

8326 

5365 

2940 

10 

1 1 

2937 

1923 

998 

10 

6 

5389 

3442 

1942 

0 

5 

CHESHIRE 

9 

5309 

2132 

3141 

21 

15 

2309 

839 

1456 

v 9 

5 

3000 

1293 

1685 

12 

10 

CHESHIRE 

7 

3417 

1897 

1506 

0 

14 

1741 

971 

760 

0 

10 

1676 

926 

746 

0 

4 

CHESHIRE 

3 

1736 

1674 

57 

5 

0 

648 

61  1 

37 

0 

0 

1088 

1063 

20 

5 

0 

CHESHIRE 

B 

944 

294 

646 

0 

4 

612 

219 

389 

0 

4 

332 

75 

257 

0 

0 

COOS 

4 

5455 

3747 

1708 

0 

0 

2782 

1889 

893 

0 

0 

2673 

1858 

815 

0 

0 

COOS 

9 

2727 

1042 

1685 

0 

0 

1238 

422 

816 

0 

0 

1489 

620 

869 

0 

0 

COOS 

7 

1732 

975 

757 

0 

0 

731 

363 

368 

0 

0 

1001 

612 

389 

0 

0 

COOS 

3 

619 

595 

24 

0 

0 

191 

184 

7 

0 

0 

428 

41  1 

17 

0 

0 

COOS 

5 

520 

446 

74 

0 

0 

222 

204 

18 

0 

0 

298 

242 

56 

0 

0 

GRAFTON 

9 

8280 

3845 

4367 

47 

21 

4241 

2074 

2109 

42 

16 

4039 

1771 

2258 

5 

5 

GRAFTON 

4 

5046 

3312 

1719 

10 

5 

1365 

854 

506 

5 

0 

3681 

2458 

1213 

5 

5 

GRAFTON 

7 

3538 

1932 

1585 

10 

1 1 

1683 

921 

746 

10 

6 

1855 

101  1 

839 

0 

5 

GRAFTON 

3 

1615 

1585 

30 

0 

0 

524 

510 

* 14 

0 

0 

1091 

1075 

16 

0 

0 

GRAFTON 

5 

973 

814 

159 

0 

0 

394 

311 

83 

0 

0 

579 

503 

76 

0 

0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

4 

35582 

22442 

12990 

101 

49 

26066 

15966 

9980 

77 

43 

9516 

6476 

3010 

24 

6 

HILLSBOROUGH 

9 

18798 

7653 

11043 

33 

69 

13610 

5483 

8069 

22 

36 

5188 

2170 

2974 

1 1 

33 

HILLSBOROUGH 

7 

13882 

7708 

6135 

28 

1 1 

10710 

5880 

4795 

24 

1 1 

31  72 

1828 

1340 

4 

0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

3 

6065 

5792 

261 

12 

0 

4022 

3821 

189 

12 

0 

2043 

1971 

72 

0 

0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

5 

4740 

3701 

1035 

4 

0 

3728 

2840 

884 

4 

0 

1012 

861 

151 

0 

0 

MERRIMACK 

4 

9177 

5855 

3292 

21 

9 

4972 

3109 

1849 

5 

9 

4205 

2746 

1443 

16 

0 

MERRIMACK 

9 

9119 

3564 

5503 

31 

21 

5046 

1855 

3166 

14 

1 1 

4073 

1709 

2337 

17 

10 

MERRIMACK 

7 

4608 

2724 

1880 

0 

4 

2607 

1557 

1050 

0 

0 

2001 

1167 

830 

0 

4 

MERRIMACK 

3 

2539 

2409 

130 

0 

0 

1 100 

1044 

56 

0 

0 

1439 

1365 

74 

0 

0 

MERRIMACK 

6 

2056 

921 

1135 

0 

0 

1 149 

475 

674 

0 

0 

907 

446 

461 

0 

0 

ROCKINGHAM 

4 

17699 

11988 

5599 

63 

49 

7651 

5290 

2274 

46 

41 

10048 

6698 

3325  ' 

17 

8 

ROCKINGHAM 

• 9 

12287 

4948 

721  1 

43 

85 

5738 

2187 

3452 

29 

70 

6549 

2761 

3759 

1 4 

15 

ROCKINGHAM 

7 

8789 

4960 

3783 

9 

37 

4481 

2458 

1984 

9 

30 

4308 

2502 

1799 

0 

7 

ROCKINGHAM 

3 

3762 

3633 

1 1 1 

18 

0 

1384 

1332 

38 

14 

0 

2378 

2301 

73 

4 

0 

ROCKINGHAM 

5 

2839 

2285 

550 

0 

4 

1334 

1057 

273 

0 

4 

1505 

1228 

277 

0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

4 

1246*: 

7847 

4601 

8 

9 

10457 

6551 

3889 

8 

9 

2008 

1296 

712 

0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

9 

6956 

3031 

3869 

35 

21 

5562 

2278 

3238 

25 

21 

1394 

753 

631 

10 

0 

STRAFFORD 

7 

4269 

2435 

1830 

0 

4 

361  1 

2091 

1520 

0 

0 

658 

344 

310 

0 

4 

STRAFFORD 

3 

1377 

1310 

67 

0 

0 

1111 

1049 

62 

0 

0 

266 

261 

5 

0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

10 

909 

705 

204 

0 

0 

735 

607 

128 

0 

0 

1 74 

98 

76 

0 

0 

SULLIVAN 

4 

5527 

3814 

1685 

24 

4 

3289 

2295 

985 

9 

0 

2238 

1519 

700 

15 

4 

SULLIVAN 

9 

2506 

867 

1622 

1 1 

6 

1366 

449 

912 

5 

0 

1 140 

418 

710 

6 

6 

SULLIVAN 

7 

1894 

1050 

829 

6 

9 

1252 

688 

559 

0 

5 

642 

362 

270 

6 

4 

SULLIVAN 

3 

713 

690 

23 

0 

0 

276 

262 

14 

0 

0 

437 

428 

9 

0 

0 

SULLIVAN 

5 

423 

330 

89 

4 

0 

252 

191 

61 

0 

0 

171 

139 

28 

4 

0 

(2)  footnote  to 

IN/CD  COLUMN  1 . 

- the 

CODES 

IN  THIS 

column 

REPRESENT  INDUSTRIES 

AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE  INDUSTRY 


1 AGRICULTURE.  FORESTRY.  AND  FISHERIES 

2 MINING 

3 CONSTRUCTION 

4 MANUFACTURING 

5 TRANSPORTATION.  COMMUNICATION.  AND  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 

6 WHOLESALE  TRADE 

7 RETAIL  TRADE 

8 FINANCE.  INSURANCE.  AND  REAL  ESTATE 

9 SERVICES 
10  GOVERNMENT 


S 


TABLE  U- -UNEMPLOYMENT  rate  ( PERCENT ) . RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970 


state  name 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

- - u 

R 

B 

A N 

. . 

- • R 

U 

R A 

L 

. . 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -N.H. 

3.S 

3.0 

4.2 

6.8 

2.6 

3.4 

3.0 

4.0 

6.5 

3.9 

3.6 

3.0 

4.6 

7.1 

.0 

BELKNAP 

3.6 

3.4 

3.9 

27.0 

.0 

4.0 

4 . 1 

3.8 

100.0 

.0 

3.3 

2.9 

4.0 

.0 

.0 

CARROLL 

5.0 

4.1 

6.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

5.0 

4. 1 

6.3 

.0 

.0 

CHESHIRE 

2.7 

2.2 

3.4 

.0 

.0 

2.4 

2.1 

2.B 

.0 

.0 

2.8 

2.2 

3.8 

.0 

.0 

COOS 

A. 9 

4.7 

5. 1 

.0 

.0 

4.0 

4.9 

2.5 

.0 

.0 

5.6 

4.6 

7.4 

.0 

.0 

GRAFTON 

3.4 

3.4 

3.6 

.0 

.0 

2.9 

2.3 

3.8 

.0 

.0 

3.8 

4.1 

3.4 

.0 

.0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

3.1 

2.7 

3.5 

7.4 

4.3 

3.1 

2.9 

3.4 

3.3 

6.3 

2.9 

2.2 

4.0 

20.4 

.0 

MERRIMACK 

2.4 

2.2 

2.6 

.0 

.0 

2.0 

2.1 

1 .9 

.0 

.0 

2.8 

2.3 

3.6 

.0 

.0 

ROCKINGHAM 

3.7 

3.2 

4.4 

12.5 

1 .9 

3.4 

3.0 

3.9 

14.1 

2.3 

4.0 

3.4 

4.9 

8.3 

.0 

STRAFFORO 

4.9 

3.6 

7.0 

7.7 

.0 

5.1 

3.6 

7.3 

.0 

.0 

4.1 

3.4 

5.1 

21 . 1 

.0 

SULLIVAN 

4.2 

2.2 

7.3 

.0 

20.8 

4.4 

2.4 

7.4 

.0 

50.0 

3.8 

1.9 

7.0 

.0 

.0 

TABLE  12- • LABOR  FORCE  AS  A PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  POPULATION.  RURAL  and  URBAN.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

• • T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

• * U 

R 

B 

A N 

. - 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

OR 

W H 

1 T e 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -N.H. 

. 41 .3 

51  .5 

31-7 

32.0 

30.5 

41 . 9 

51 .7 

33.0 

28.2 

28.9 

40.5 

51 . 1 

30.0 

41  .4 

34.4 

BELKNAP 

41.7 

50.9 

33.9 

30  . S 

51 .6 

41  .6 

50.3 

33.9 

16.7 

.0 

41  7 

51.4 

32.0 

44  8 

593 

CARROLL 

40.8 

51  .9 

30.2 

45.5 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

0 

.0 

.0 

40.8 

51 .9 

30.2 

45.5 

100.0 

CHESHIRE 

43.7 

53.2 

34.6 

51  .0 

57.1 

45.9 

56.6 

36.4 

52.8 

69.4 

42.4 

51.3 

33.3 

50.0 

46.3 

COOS 

38.4 

49.7 

27.7 

.0 

44.4 

38.5 

49. 1 

28.9 

.0 

.0 

38.2 

50.2 

26.6 

.0 

44 . 4 

GRAFTON 

41.2 

49.3 

32.9 

27.8 

24.5 

40.6 

45.6 

35.3 

28.6 

29.7 

41 . 6 

52.1 

31  3 

24.5 

19.5 

HILLSBOROUGH 

42.1 

53.0 

31.9 

41 .3 

27.3 

43.3 

54.2 

33.4 

44 . 5 

24.6 

39. 1 

50.3 

28 . 0 

33.8 

36.4 

MERRIMACK 

41 . 1 

50.9 

32.2 

50.0 

34.7 

41.9 

51  .0 

33.9 

38.8 

43. 1 

40.2 

50.7 

30.3 

59.0 

25.0 

ROCKINGHAM 

39.3 

49.6 

29.5 

20.4 

27.8 

38.2 

47.6 

29.6 

17  3 

27.2 

40.3 

51.2 

29.5 

38.7 

30  8 

STRAFFORO 

42.2 

51  .6 

33.4 

35.9 

31 .2 

42.5 

51  .6 

34.0 

31  1 

34 . 5 

41 .3 

51 .7 

30.9 

48.7 

18.2 

SULLIVAN 

42.3 

53.7 

31.6 

53.3 

31  .2 

42.6 

54.4 

31  9 

100.0 

27.8 

41 .8 

52.8 

31  .0 

44 . 9 

34. 1 

TABLE  13- -LABOR  FORCE  PARTICIPATION  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SELECTED  ACE-GROUPS.  SEX  AND  RACE 
COUNTIES.  NEW  HAMPSHIRE . *970 


STATE  NAME 

OR 

AGE 

- - T 

0 

W H 1 

T A 

T E 

L 

0 T 

HER 

. - U 

R 

W H 

B 

I T E 

A N 

0 T 

HER 

• - R 

U 

W H 

R A 

I T E 

L 

0 t 

HER 

county  name 

CD 

TOTAL 

MALE  FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

male 

female 

male 

female 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

1 

46.4 

49.6 

43. 1 

42.6 

40. 7 

48. 3 

50.7 

46  1 

44  4 

42  2 

43  4 

48  1 

38.5 

34  8 

35.7 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

2 

66  7 

78  4 

55  8 

66 . 1 

50.7 

67.2 

77 . 1 

57  8 

664 

47 . 4 

65.7 

80.6 

52.5 

64  6 

590 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

3 

70.3 

96.3 

44  9 

87  9 

47.8 

70.6 

95.6 

46.0 

82  7 

43  9 

70.0 

97 . 0 

43  6 

100  0 

58  2 

state  total 

-N.H. 

4 

76.  c 

96.4 

55.8 

96  7 

56.4 

75.8 

96 . 2 

55.9 

97.6 

58.4 

76.2 

96.7 

55.6 

94.8 

51  5 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

5 

71 .8 

89.4 

55.5 

85  8 

59.9 

72.8 

90.3 

57.2 

83  2 

50.0 

70 . 6 

88 . 3 

53.2 

92 . 9 

75.7 

STATE  TOTAL 

-N.H. 

6 

17.8 

26  1 

12.1 

48  7 

14.1 

17.5 

26.2 

12-0 

61  2 

16.9 

18  3 

56.0 

12.2 

27 . 6 

.0 

8ELKNAP 

1 

43  8 

49  4 

38.0 

.0 

.0 

45 . 8 

50.9 

40.6 

0 

. 0 

4 17 

48 . 0 

35.2 

.0 

. 0 

BELKNAP 

2 

71  6 

82.2 

62. 1 

.0 

100.0 

66  1 

74 . 2 

59.5 

0 

0 

76 . 7 

898 

64.5 

.0 

100  0 

BELKNap 

3 

66.2 

92.5 

42.8 

• 0 

100.0 

62 . 1 

86  3 

41.4 

.0 

0 

69.7 

97.7 

44  1 

.0 

100  0 

BELKNAP 

4 

75.8 

93 . 4 

57.1 

100  0 

.0 

75.3 

89  5 

59.5 

100.0 

.0 

76  2 

96.7 

55. 1 

100.0 

.0 

BELKNAP 

5 

70.4 

85.9 

56.4 

too.d 

100.0 

71  . 7 

86 . 5 

59 . 0 

0 

0 

69  4 

85 . 4 

54.1 

100.0 

100.0 

BELKNAP 

6 

21  . 1 

26  6 

17.2 

.0 

.0 

23.4 

27  7 

20.9 

0 

. 0 

18  9 

25.7 

13  1 

.0 

0 

CARROLL 

1 

39.9 

46.7 

32.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

39.9 

46.7 

32 . 1 

.0 

.0 

CARROLL 

2 

64.7 

83  4 

49.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0 

. 0 

64 . 7 

83  4 

. 49.6 

. 0 

.0 

CARROLL 

3 

70.7 

98.0 

44.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

0 

0 

70.7 

98.0 

44  6 

.0 

0 

CARROLL 

4 

70.1 

96.7 

60.  1 

100.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

■ 0 

78. 1 

96 . 7 

60. 1 

100  0 

100.0 

CARROLL 

5 

69. 1 

05.8 

53.4 

.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0. 

.0 

69  1 

85.8 

53.4 

.0 

100.0 

CARROLL 

6 

18.4 

29.4 

9.8 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

18  4 

29 . 4 

9.8 

.0 

.0 

CHESHIRE 

1 

43.0 

47.3 

38.0 

50.0 

100.0 

45.3 

55.7 

38 . 1 

.0 

100.0 

41.1 

42  3 

39.4 

100.0 

.0 

CHESHIRE 

2 

64.5 

74.3 

54  4 

83.3 

65.5 

69 . 2 

04 . 0 

56.0 

100.0 

75.0 

60.3 

66 . 7 

52 . 9 

80.0 

44 . 4 

CHESHIRE 

3 

73.0 

97.7 

49.0 

.0 

100.0 

71  . 7 

96.5 

46. 1 

0 

. 0 

738 

98.5 

50.7 

.0 

1000 

CHESHIRE 

4 

79.0 

96.0 

62.4 

100.0 

38.5 

77.7 

96. 1 

61 . 1 

100.0 

100.0 

79.8 

96.0 

63. 3 

100  0 

.0 

CHESHIRE 

5 

74.5 

90.0 

59.0 

100.0 

45.5 

79.5 

92.2 

68.2 

100.0 

.0 

71  5 

88 . 7 

54.7 

100.0 

100.0 

CHESHIRE 

6 

21  . 4 

28.5 

16.3 

35.7 

.0 

22 . 2 

31  . 8 

16  4 

100-0 

.0 

20.9 

26.7 

16.2 

.0 

.0 

COOS 

1 

39.0 

43.0 

35.0 

.0 

.0 

46.0 

43.0 

49.3 

.0 

.0 

32.7 

43.  1 

22.7 

.0 

.0 

coos 

2 

67.3 

90.7 

49.  1 

.0 

.0 

74.5 

92 . 7 

60 . 5 

.0 

• 0 

61  . 0 

88  9 

38.8 

.0 

.0 

coos 

3 

68.2 

96.5 

42.0 

.0 

.0 

68.8 

95.9 

45  0 

.0 

.0 

67 . 7 

96  9 

39 . 8 

.0 

.0 

COOS 

4 

72.1 

95.7 

51  .0 

.0 

.0 

69.0 

96  4 

45.1 

0 

. 0 

74 . 7 

95. 1 

56. 1 

. 0 

.0 

coos 

5 

66.2 

86.4 

47.4 

.0 

44.4 

63. 1 

83 . 1 

45.4 

.0 

. 0 

68.9 

89.0 

49 . 2 

.0 

44  4 

coos 

6 

13.7 

19.6 

9.3 

.0 

.0 

8 . 6 

10.0 

7.0 

0 

.0 

18  2 

26.7 

11.4 

.0 

.0 

GRAFTON 

1 

37.6 

37.2 

38.5 

35.0 

.0 

34.7 

32.6 

38 . 5 

32.6 

. 0 

42 . 2 

45 . 4 

38.5 

62.5 

0 

GRAFTON 

2 

52.0 

52.9 

51 .4 

20.0 

21 . 1 

43 . 4 

40 . 5 

49.9 

20.0 

21 . 1 

67.2 

80 . 4 

53 . 4 

.0 

.0 

GRAFTON 

3 

70.6 

93.2 

46.9 

27 . 0 

52.9 

71  .4 

89.9 

52 . 9 

27.8 

44 . 4 

70. 1 

95 . 3 

43. 1 

.0 

62.5 

GRAFTON 

4 

77.5 

98.5 

588 

100.0 

19.2 

77.9 

99 . 5 

58.1 

.0 

. 0 

77 . 2 

97 . 8 

59.2 

100.0 

19  2 

GRAFTON 

5 

71 .5 

88.2 

56.2 

100.0 

43.3 

74.6 

92.5 

59.6 

100  0 

40.0 

69.9 

86 . 1 

54 . 2 

.0 

50.0 

GRAFTON 

6 

17.6 

23.4 

13.3 

.0 

100.0 

17.0 

20  3 

14.5 

0 

100.0 

18 . 0 

25 . 0 

12.5 

.0 

0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

1 

51  .0 

52.6 

49.5 

17.4 

45.5 

53.9 

54.9 

52.9 

34 . 8 

58.8 

42 . 0 

45  9 

38.3 

.0 

.0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

2 

69.7 

82.7 

59.2 

62.5 

38. 1 

71  .2 

84  . 1 

60.8 

78 . 9 

418 

65.6 

78.9 

54.7 

27  8 

31  .0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

3 

70.2 

97.5 

43.9 

85.7 

37.8 

71  . 5 

97 . 9 

45.8 

67  9 

41.6 

67.6 

96 . 7 

40 . 1 

100.0 

29  4 

HI LLSBOROUGH 

4 

76.0 

96.9 

54.8 

100.0 

36.8 

76.2 

97.0 

55.9 

100  0 

27.3 

75.4 

96.8 

51  .9 

.0 

100.0 

HILLSBOROUGH 

5 

73.0 

91  .4 

56.3 

86.8 

61 . 8 

73.9 

92 . 3 

57.6 

84  7 

53. 7 

70 . 4 

89.0 

52 . 0 

ioo;  o 

74 . 1 

HILLSBOROUGH 

6 • 

17.5 

26.7 

11.4 

44 . 8 

.0 

17.2 

26 . 8 

11.2 

54 . 2 

. 0 

18.4 

26.6 

12.1 

.0 

0 

MERRIMACK 

1 

45.3 

53.1 

38.0 

100.0 

53.6 

50.8 

56.7 

45 . 4 

100.0 

35.7 

39.5 

48.7 

32 . 6 

.0 

71 .4 

MERRIMACK 

3 

64.6 

75.8 

55.7 

.0 

.0 

68 . 5 

80.2 

59.6 

.0 

. 0 

60.8 

71  . 7 

51  .7 

.0 

.0 

MERRIMACK 

3 

70.9 

93.4 

48.9 

100.0 

60.0 

70.2 

89. 1 

51  .9 

100  - 0 

60.0 

71  .6 

97.6 

45.9 

.0 

.0 

MERRIMACK 

4 

74.9 

92.7 

57.2 

89.7 

50.0 

74.5 

89.8 

59.4 

60.0 

100.0 

75 . 3 

96.0 

54 . 8 

100.0 

.0 

MERRIMACK 

5 

70.8 

06.9 

56.3 

48.0 

1000 

70. 3 

84 . 8 

57.8 

33.3 

100.0 

71.4 

89.6 

54 . 2 

70.0 

100  0 

MERRIMACK 

6 

18.2 

26.9 

12.6 

.0 

.0 

18.1 

28.4 

12.4 

0 

. 0 

18.3 

25  1 

12.9 

.0 

.0 

ROCKINGHAM 

1 

53.9 

58.1 

49.3 

82.3 

18.9 

56.  1 

62 . 3 

49  7 

80  7 

20.6 

52  . 1 

54  9 

49.0 

100  0 

0 

ROCKINGHAM 

2 

73.3 

91  .0 

55.6 

89. 1 

67.3 

76.6 

911 

58.8 

88.6 

56. 4 

69  2 

90. 7 

52 . 4 

100.0 

1000 

ROCKINGHAM 

3 

69.2 

97 . 4 

40.4 

100.0 

49.7 

68  3 

97 . 5 

38 . 2 

100.0 

47  1 

70  0 

97 . 4 

42  2 

100  0 

62  1 

ROCKINGHAM 

4 

74.1 

97.5 

50.5 

100.0 

. 77.0 

73.5 

98 . 0 

48 . 1 

100.0 

74  7 

7 '•  7 

97  1 

52  5 

100.0 

100  0 

ROCKINGHAM 

5 

71.5 

90.0 

53.6 

100.0 

59.  1 

72 . 2 

912 

54.6 

100.0 

59.  1 

70.9 

89  1 

52.8 

100  0 

0 

ROCKINGHAM 

6 

16.6 

24.8 

10.5 

50.0 

.0 

16.4 

26. 1 

9.9 

50  0 

. 0 

16 . 7 

23 . 0 

11.1 

. 0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

1 

41  .3 

44.9 

37.9 

.0 

100.0 

40  8 

43 . 8 

38-0 

0 

100.0 

44  5 

52  6 

37.2 

0 

. 0 

STRATFORD 

2 

62.5 

71  . 1 

53.7 

50.0 

51 .9 

62.2 

70.5 

54 . 4 

40  7 

43.5 

63  7 

74  2 

49.5 

100.0 

1000 

STRAFFORD 

3 

72.3 

94.9 

49.6 

72.0 

.0 

72 . 9 

95 . 3 

50  4 

61  1 

. 0 

70-0 

93  4 

46 . 7 

100  0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

4 

77.4 

97.0 

59.0 

.0 

47.4 

77.6 

97. 1 

59.6 

-0 

47  4 

76.5 

96.5 

56.0 

.0 

.0 

STRAFFORD 

5 

73.2 

89.5 

58.2 

.0 

.0 

73 . 3 

90.0 

58-3 

.0 

0 

72 . 5 

87 . 4 

57 . 8 

.0 

0 

STRAFFORD 

6 

18.4 

26.8 

12.8 

36.4 

.0 

18.8 

27 . 1 

13.4 

100  0 

0 

16.5 

25.3 

9.3 

.0 

.0 

SULLIVAN 

1 

48 . 8 

53.0 

44 . 7 

.0 

.0 

51 .0 

57.7 

44 . 9 

.0 

0 

45.6 

46.9 

44 . 2 

.0 

.0 

SULLIVAN 

2 

69.4 

95.4 

50. 1 

.0 

.0 

69.5 

94.9 

50.3 

.0 

.0 

69.3 

96.0 

49.9 

.0 

.0 

SLH.L  1 VAN 

3 

72.7 

96.4 

50.7 

100.0 

100.0 

72.8 

96.2 

51  . 2 

.0 

.0 

72  6 

96  6 

50. 2 

100.0 

100.0 

SULLIVAN 

4 

80.0 

97.9 

62.1 

71  . 4 

50.0 

80.3 

97 . 7 

63.3 

100.0 

.0 

79 . 6 

98.0 

60 . 5 

60.0 

100.0 

SULLIVAN 

5 

70.8 

90.1 

52.6 

100.0 

47.4 

70.6 

90.5 

52.8 

100.0 

33.3 

71.1 

89 . 4 

52.2 

100.0 

100.0 

SULLIVAN 

footnote 

6 

TO  AGE/CD  COLUMN 

CODE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

18.1  29.1 

1 • THE  CODES 

AGE-GROUP 

16-19 

20-24 

25-34 

35-44 

45-64 

65  AND 

9.2 

IN  THI 

OVER 

100.0  38.5  16.9 

S COLUMN  REPRESENTS  A 

28.8  8.0 

GE- GROUPS  AS 

.0  100.0 

Ktvfu  BUCW: 

19.8 

29 . 4 

11.0 

100.0 

.0 

7 


TABLE  1 4 • • PER  CAPITA  INCOME  (DOLLARS).  IN  1969.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  POPULATION.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- . 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T e 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -N.H. 

3023 

4579 

1545 

2944 

1 149 

3020 

4566 

1606 

2839 

1074 

3017 

4597 

1 464 

3206 

1335 

BELKNAP 

3140 

4561 

1791 

2575 

435 

3378 

4783 

2116 

867 

0 

2930 

4381 

1501 

4341 

500 

CARROLL 

2774 

4210 

1414 

750 

3063 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2774 

4210 

1414 

750 

3063 

CHESHIRE 

2999 

4479 

1578 

3832 

2586 

3139 

4820 

1666 

4782 

2514 

2909 

4277 

1517 

3329 

2650 

COOS 

2486 

3869 

1181 

0 

3483 

2538 

4036 

1181 

0 

0 

2445 

3740 

1182 

0 

3483 

GRAFTON 

3193 

4412 

1947 

1787 

1003 

3192 

41  99 

2106 

1727 

1622 

3194 

4576 

1840 

2012 

409 

HILLSBOROUGH 

3092 

4799 

1494 

3223 

1358 

3073 

4736 

1556 

3244 

101  1 

3140 

4949 

1333 

3174 

2480 

MERRIMACK 

3046 

4608 

1625 

3754 

881 

2966 

4369 

1 731 

3601 

1365 

3135 

4866 

1503 

3813 

318 

ROCKINGHAM 

3049 

4775 

1376 

2899 

964 

3037 

4795 

1358 

2846 

949 

3060 

4759 

1 391 

3212 

1039 

STRAFFORD 

2915 

4243 

1661 

2207 

1055 

2899 

4169 

1713 

1939 

1310 

2991 

4579 

1408 

2933 

45 

SULLIVAN 

2952 

4311 

1668 

4745 

636 

2940 

4462 

1542 

11436 

451 

2967 

4119 

1 839 

3544 

798 

TABLE  15- -PURCHASING  POWER  OF  LABOR  FORCE  EARNING  CAPACITY  BY  COUNTY 
NEW  HAMPSHIRE,  1969  1/ 


STATE  OR  COUNTY 

FACTOR 

STATE  RECORD 

100 

BELKNAP 

96 

CARROLL 

96 

CHESHIRE 

96 

COOS 

96 

GRAFTON 

96 

HILLSBOROUGH 

103 

MERRIMACK 

96 

ROCKINGHAM 

106 

STRAFFORD 

96 

SULLIVAN 

96 

1/  FOR  FACTOR  DERIVATION  SEE  EXPLANATORY  NOTES. 


a 


RHODE  ISLAND 


( 


I 


table  i-- index  of  economic  utilization  for  persons  in  the  rural  and  urban  labor  forces,  by  sex  ano  race,  counties. 

RHODE  ISLANO.  1970 


- - T 0 T A l - • 

- - u R B 

A N - • 

- - R U R 

A L • - 

state  or  county 

: TOTAL  WHITE  : OTHER 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

: OTHER 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

: OTHER 

: MALE  FEMALE  MALE  FEMALE 

. MALE  FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

male  female 

R . I . state  record 
warranted  earning 


CAPACITY 

X 

95.1 

94 . 6 

104.7 

68.0 

05. 1 

93.4 

94.2 

104.5 

68.9 

86.5 

100.1 

97.7 

1058 



WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4291  . 

6694  . 

2677. 

481  1 . 

2178. 

4214  . 

6667. 

2673. 

4878. 

2213  . 

4877. 

6918  - 

2705. 

.... 

■ • • • 

actual  median  INC 

DOL 

3866 

6141  . 

2402  . 

3900. 

2120. 

3858. 

6224. 

2402. 

4063. 

2152  . 

3923. 

5594. 

2403 

.... 

- * * - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

90.  1 

91 . 7 

89.7 

81 . 1 

97.4 

91  .5 

93.4 

89.9 

83.3 

97.3 

80 . 4 

80.9 

888 

— 

R.I.  BRISTOL 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPAC I TY 

X 

108.8 

109.6 

112-3 

109.1 

110.6 

112.2 

102.1 

92.4 

115.3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4915 

7772. 

2876. 

.... 

- - - - 

4931  . 

7841 

2873. 

- - - - 

.... 

4613. 

6550. 

2954 

- - - - 

— 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4231  . 

6800. 

2572. 

.... 

.... 

4244. 

6842. 

2580. 

- * - - 

.... 

4000. 

5690- 

2425 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

86.  1 

87.5 

89.4 

— 

— 

86.1 

87.3 

89.  a 

— 

— 

86.7 

86.9 

82. 1 

— 

R.I.  KENT 

WARRANTEO  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

110.9 

114.0 

109.3 

109.6 

113.1 

108.8 

126.3 

124.3 

115.1 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

5010. 

8081  . 

2798. 

.... 

4953. 

8017. 

2786- 

5706. 

8813. 

2948. 

• - • - 



ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4537. 

7287  . 

2481  . 

- - - - 

.... 

4478. 

7266. 

2462. 

— 

5257. 

7516. 

2760 

- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

90.6 

90.2 

88.7 

— 

— 

90.4 

90.6 

88  4 

— 

92. 1 

85.3 

93.6 

* • " * 

R.I.  NEWPORT 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

100.4 

95. 8 

101 .6 

68.2 

70.9 

96.2 

104.8 

102.8 

72.9 

69.7 

110.4 

86.0 

97.6 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4456. 

6665. 

2555. 

4747. 

1782. 

4270. 

7294. 

2584. 

5077. 

1753. 

4896. 

5988. 

2455 

- - - - 

- * * - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3635. 

4763- 

2353. 

3132. 

1952. 

3950. 

6068. 

2338- 

4055. 

1975. 

3255. 

3491  . 

2412. 

- - - - 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

81  .6 

71 .5 

92.1 

66.0 

109.5 

92.5 

83.2 

90.5 

79.9 

112.7 

66.5 

58.3 

98 . 2 

* 

R.I.  PROVIDENCE 

warranted  earning 

CAPAC I TY 

X 

69.8 

89.9 

104.2 

69.  1 

88.5 

88.6 

88.7 

104.0- 

68.6 

88.5 

106.3 

106.6 

107.0 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4056. 

6376. 

2669. 

4896. 

2266. 

4002. 

6285. 

2663. 

4862. 

2267. 

4804. 

7556. 

2741  . 

- - - - 

— 

actual  median  INC 

DOL 

3816. 

6163  . 

2434. 

4202. 

2164  . 

3783. 

6096. 

2436- 

4195. 

2173. 

4371  . 

7111. 

2404. 

...  - 

- - - * 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

94. 1 

96.7 

91.2 

85.8 

95.5 

94.5 

97.0 

91  .5 

86.3 

95.8 

91  .0 

94. 1 

87.7 

— 

R.I.  WASHINGTON 

WARRANTED  earning 
capacity 

X 

96.4 

91 . 2 

97.7 

66.5 

72.9 

91 . 9 

85.9 

92.7 

68.5 

87.3 

102.8 

100.2 

104.7 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4356. 

6465. 

2503. 

4717. 

1868. 

4154. 

6009. 

2373. 

4859. 

2235. 

4643. 

7101  • 

2681  . 

— 

— 

actual  median  INC 

DOL 

3379. 

5246. 

1918. 

3580. 

2153. 

2938. 

4174. 

1690. 

3336. 

2392. 

4146. 

6458. 

2304. 

.... 

- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

77.6 

81 . 1 

76.6 

75.9 

115.3 

70.7 

68.6 

71 .2 

68.7 

107.0 

69.3 

91  .0 

85.9 

— 



TA3LE  2- - ECONOMI C INDEX  OF  AGE  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE 
RHODE  ISLAND.  1970  (1) 


state  name 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

. . 

- - l 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

her 

female 

TOTAL 

STATE  TOTAL  -R.I  . 

96.7 

96.8 

99. 2. 

92.9 

98.0 

96.9 

BRISTOL 

100.6 

102.5 

101.3 

98.8 

91 . 2 

100.9 

KENT 

98.7 

100.6 

988 

108.8 

113.1 

98.4 

NEWPORT 

91  .2 

83.3 

99.0 

79.6 

94.7 

96.5 

PROVIDENCE 

97.1 

99.5 

99.3 

100.5 

97.8 

96.8 

WASHINGTON 

95.0 

90.5 

97.9 

86.1 

102.9 

92.0 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 


R 

8 

A N 

- - 

• - R 

U 

R 

A L 

- - 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

male 

female 

male 

female 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

98.  i 

99.  1 

96.9 

98. 1 

95. 1 

89 . 9 

100.2 

74.8 

91 .9 

103.1 

101  4 

98  8 

91  . 2 

95.8 

92. 1 

100.1 

.0 

.0 

100.4 

98.7 

106.3 

113.1 

102.3 

103.0 

100.6 

117.3 

.0 

93.9 

98.4 

91 .0 

94.6 

84.4 

73.1 

101.3 

70.9 

95.9 

99. 1 

99.2 

100.3 

97.7 

101.2 

103.4 

100.6 

120.8 

115.1 

85.3 

97.1 

85.5 

108.4 

100.1 

99.9 

99.0 

91  . 1 

86.7 

LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  3* - ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  RHODE  ISLAND.  1970  (1) 


THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND 


STATE  NAME 
OR 

COUNTY  NAME 


- - T 0 

T 

A L 

. - 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

total  male 

FEMALE 

Male 

FEMALE 

- - U R 

8 A 

N 

- . 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

total  male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

- - R U R A L - * 

white  other 
total  male  female  male  female 


STATE  TOTAL  -R.I . 

93. 

7 

95. 

8 

BRISTOL 

90 

.9 

99. 

2 

KENT 

97. 

5 

98 

9 

NEWPORT 

102. 

8 

103. 

3 

PROVIDENCE 

90. 

2 

92. 

8 

WASHINGTON 

103. 

2 

103. 

2 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL 


93.7 

92.6 

90.4 

93. 1 

95.3 

99.3 

92.2 

144.6 

99.0 

99.4 

97.5 

92.0 

99  4 

97 . 2 

98.8 

103.3 

97.2 

92.7 

103.0 

103.7 

90.0 

91  .0 

89.0 

89-8 

92.5 

104.7 

95.4 

92.6 

104.8 

104.9 

FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS 


92.9 

91  .8 

90.5 

90 . 7 

99.2 

99. 1 

92.2 

144.6 

98. 1 

95.3 

970 

85 . 4 

99.0 

100.8 

100.3 

103.9 

93.7 

92.5 

102.1 

102.4 

89.6 

90.8 

88.9 

94 . 5 

95  5 

105-9 

98.6 

98. 1 

101  .4 

101 .3 

200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


99 . 4 

103.0 
102  5 

101.1 
95.1 

1.03  • 2 


99.8 

.0 

116.5 

102.7 

108.3 

80.7 


87.7 

.0 

102.8 

100.4 

103.3 

78.5 


TABLE  4- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  WEEKS-WORKED  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  RHODE  ISLAND.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- . T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - 

R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  name 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

total 

MA  le 

female 

male 

female 

total 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

female 

state  total 

-R.  I . 

102.9 

101.0 

104.4 

93.8 

100.7 

101  .9 

100.1 

104.9 

92.3 

101.4 

109.6 

106.2 

100.2 

102.5 

82.6 

BRISTOL 

103-1 

102.3 

103.0 

79.7 

95.7 

103-0 

102.2 

103.9 

79.7 

97.9 

104.9 

105.0 

101.3 

.0 

83.4 

KENT 

106.8 

106.6 

105-1 

109.7 

88.6 

106.6 

106.3 

105.2 

105.0 

93. 1 

109.6 

109.1 

103  8 

130.2 

58.5 

NEWPORT 

110.5 

108.2 

96.5 

101 . 4 

92.4 

101.1 

104.3 

97 . 1 

98.5 

91  .6 

127.0 

112.3 

94 . 3 

104.0 

114.1 

PROVIDENCE 

101.0 

98.3 

106.6 

90.0 

102.8 

100.8 

97.9 

106.9 

90.0 

103.2 

103.6 

103.2 

103.3 

91 .3 

59.9 

WASHINGTON 

101.0 

100.3 

93.7 

97.9 

98.9 

102.2 

100.8 

90.5 

99.1 

103.3 

99.3 

99.4 

97.9 

90.0 

86.6 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  5- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  EMPLOYMENT  - UNEMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES,  RHOOE  ISLAND.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

. - 

- - u 

R 

B 

A N 

. . 

R U 

R 

A L 

. - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

MA  LE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -R. I . 

100.0 

100.2 

99-9 

99.8 

99.2 

100.0 

100.2 

99.9 

99.8 

99. 1 

100.0 

100.3 

99.5 

102.0 

102.4 

BRISTOL 

100.4 

100.5 

100.1 

102.0 

102.4 

100.3 

100.5 

100.1 

102.0 

102.4 

101 . 1 

100.7 

101.6 

.0 

.0 

KENT 

100.1 

100.3 

99.7 

100.6 

102.4 

100.1 

100.3 

99.8 

100.4 

102.4 

100.0 

100.3 

99  • 3 

102.0 

.0 

NEWPORT 

99.7 

99.7 

100-0 

99.0 

96.3 

99.6 

99.7 

99-9 

98.9 

96.0 

100.0 

99.7 

100.4 

102.0 

102.4 

PROVIDENCE 

100.0 

100.2 

99.9 

99.8 

99.5 

100.0 

100.1 

99.9 

99.7 

99.5 

100.2 

100.7 

99 . 3 

102.0 

102.4 

WASHINGTON 

99.9 

100.3 

99.4 

102.0 

99.4 

100.1 

100.5 

99.5 

102.0 

98.4 

99.7 

100.0 

99.2 

102.0 

102.4 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOP 

! ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE  GROUP. 

TABLE  6- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  LABOR  FORCE  STATUS  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  RURAL  AND  URBAN  PERSONS  16  YEARS  OF  AGE  AND  OVER.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  RHODE  ISLAND.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL  MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -R.  I . 

101 .7 

100.5 

104.3 

92.7 

105.8 

101 .7 

100.3 

104.7 

92.8 

106.3 

101.5 

101 .7 

101.3 

88.3 

91  .0 

BRISTOL 

102.3 

101.4 

103.7 

86.5 

106.7 

102.3 

101 . 2 

103.8 

86.5 

116.5 

102.8 

103.9 

101  . 7 

. 0 

52.6 

KENT 

105.5 

105.5 

105.2 

100.6 

89.8 

105.5 

105.4 

105.4 

98.5 

95.3 

105.8 

106.9 

102.8 

121.6 

52.6 

NEWPORT 

96.9 

101 . 2 

97.8 

101 .5 

101  .4 

96.3 

100.4 

98.4 

101 .9 

100.8 

99. 1 

103.5 

95.3 

89.8 

118.1 

PROVIDENCE 

102.1 

99.8 

105.7 

91.9* 

107.7 

102.0 

99.5 

105.8 

92.0 

107.9 

103.2 

102.4 

104.0 

86.0 

79.4 

WASHINGTON 

95.8 

95. 1 

99.0 

87.4 

99.5 

93.3 

92.5 

98. 1 

88.0 

100.5 

98.9 

98.0 

100.1 

86.0 

96.7 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP 

TABLE  7 -ECONOMIC 

INDEX  OF  OCCUPATIONAL 

DISTRIBUTIONS 

FOR  PERSONS  IN 

THE  RURAL  AND 

URBAN 

LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE 

COUNTIES 

RHODE 

ISLAND. 

1970  ( 1 ) 

state  name 

. . 

T 0 

T 

A L 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTA 

L MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -R. I . 

100.2 

100.3 

103.5 

91  - 1 

91  .0 

99.8 

100.1 

103.3 

90.7 

91  .2 

103.6 

101.3 

105.2 

104.9 

84.3 

BRISTOL 

103.2 

103.4 

103.6 

92.9 

99.4 

103.4 

103.0 

103.4 

92.9 

99.4 

99.6 

95.8 

106.9 

.0 

.0 

KENT 

102.1 

101.7 

102.9 

90.2 

90.0 

101.8 

101.5 

102.7 

86.0 

90.0 

105.6 

102.9 

105.3 

121.1 

.0 

NEWPORT 

100.3 

102.0 

105.3 

86.5 

89.6 

99.8 

103. 1 

105.2 

86.2 

89.9 

101.8 

99.1 

105.6 

95.8 

84.5 

PROVIDENCE 

99.4 

99.2 

103.5 

91 .6 

92.3 

99.1 

99.0 

103.4 

91 .3 

92.1 

103.8 

101.6 

1C4 . 9 

125.9 

146.5 

WASHINGTON 

101 .6 

102.0 

103.4 

92.8 

78.2 

99.9 

102.4 

101 . 9 

91  .4 

80.2 

103.6 

101 .7 

105.3 

96.3 

72.5 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 

2 


TABLE  8--EC0N0MIC  INDEX  OF  INDUSTRY  EMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
RHODE  ISLAND.  1970  I 1 ) 


STATE  NAME  - - T 0 T A L - * - - U R B A N • - • - R U R A L-- 


OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 

female 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

total 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

her 

female 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

her 

female 

state  total  -R. I . 

108.6 

105.2 

109.0 

104.4 

102.2 

109.0 

105.5 

109.7 

104.6 

102.3 

105.4 

103.0 

103.4 

98.4 

98 . 8 

BRISTOL 

1 1 1 . A 

105.6 

111.6 

105.7 

84 .4 

112.2 

106  4 

112.2 

105.7 

34 . 4 

96.3 

92.5 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

KENT 

1105 

107.0 

106.7 

108.0 

114.9 

1 10.3 

106.9 

106.6 

108.4 

114.9 

112  8 

107.5 

107  9 

105 . 4 

.0 

NEWPORT 

97.7 

101 .5 

99-4 

99. 1 

96.2 

97.0 

102.5 

993 

99.3 

95 . 7 

100.0 

98.9 

99.8 

91.8 

106.6 

PROVIDENCE 

110.  1 

105.4 

111.0 

105.1 

104.3 

110.2 

105.4 

112.2 

105.3 

104.4 

108.8 

104.7 

107 . 5 

90.4 

91  .2 

WASHINGTON 

99.7 

102.5 

95.9 

102.2 

87.7 

98.2 

103.4 

94.2 

102.3 

84.2 

101-4 

1016 

98.0 

101.9 

97.8 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  9* -EMPLOYMENT . HIGHEST  FIVE  OCCUPATIONS.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
RHOOE  ISLAND.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

OR 

OC 

CD 

• - T 

0 

W H 

T A 

I T E 

L 

0 T 

HER 

- - U 

R 

W H 

8 A 

I T E 

N 

0 T 

HER 

- * R 

U 

W H 

R A 

I T E 

L 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

(2) 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

male 

female 

male 

female 

state  total 

-R.l  . 

7 

68233 

47259 

30674 

1408 

892 

79788 

42109 

35420 

1381 

878 

8445 

5150 

3254 

27 

14 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.  I . 

4 

65450 

17716 

46335 

335 

1064 

594  1 2 

16137 

41904 

322 

I04g 

6038 

1579 

4431 

13 

15 

STATE  TOTAL 

•R.  I . 

6 

54019 

49777 

4115 

878 

49 

47793 

43094 

3822 

828 

49 

7026 

6603 

293 

50 

0 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.I  . 

1 

51424 

29350 

20789 

736 

549 

44660 

25547 

1 7890 

705 

526 

6756 

3803 

2899 

31 

23 

state  total 

-R.  I . 

9 

42419 

20807 

19661 

882 

1069 

38076 

1 8883 

17277 

076 

1040 

4343 

1924 

2384 

6 

29 

BRISTOL 

7 

4425 

2190 

2227 

8 

0 

4226 

2080 

2138 

8 

0 

199 

110 

89 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

1 

2910 

1781 

1113 

10 

6 

2769 

1718 

1035 

10 

6 

141 

63 

78 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

4 

2755 

789 

1948 

0 

16 

2601 

720 

1863 

0 

18 

154 

59 

85 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

6 

2503 

2453 

125 

5 

0 

2469 

2344 

120 

5 

0 

1 14 

109 

5 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

3 

1679 

1518 

161 

0 

0 

1596 

1445 

151 

0 

0 

83 

73 

10 

0 

0 

KENT 

7 

12561 

7313 

5183 

35 

30 

11549 

6605 

4799 

35 

30 

1012* 

628 

304 

0 

0 

KENT 

4 

10338 

2891 

7433 

5 

9 

9629 

2669 

6946 

5 

9 

709 

222 

487 

0 

0 

KENT 

6 

9959 

9390 

546 

23 

0 

9166 

8649 

501 

16 

0 

793 

741 

45 

7 

0 

KENT 

1 

7878 

4814 

3044 

11 

9 

7296 

4497 

2785 

5 

9 

582 

317 

259 

6 

0 

KENT 

9 

6493 

3123 

3347 

5 

16 

6090 

2959 

3108 

5 

10 

403 

164 

239 

0 

0 

NEWPORT 

1 

5120 

2723 

2259 

65 

73 

3969 

2086 

1751 

62 

70 

1151 

637 

508 

3 

3 

NEWPORT 

4 

4639 

1126 

3349 

44 

120 

3814 

871 

2784 

44 

115 

825 

255 

565 

0 

5 

NEWPORT 

9 

3728 

1674 

1751 

141 

162 

3124 

1380 

1446 

141 

157 

604 

294 

305 

0 

5 

NEWPORT 

7 

3449 

1 067 

1406 

121 

55 

2436 

1217 

1063 

107 

49 

1013 

650 

343 

14 

6 

NEWPORT 

6 

3206 

3068 

1 13 

100 

5 

2373 

2106 

84 

98 

5 

913 

882 

29 

2 

0 

providence 

7 

63383 

33123 

28296 

1179 

785 

59406 

30833 

26612 

1 179 

782 

3977 

2290 

1604 

0 

3 

PROVIDENCE 

4 

43582 

11839 

30621 

252 

070 

40807 

1 1203 

20562 

252 

870 

2695 

636 

2059 

0 

0 

providence 

6 

34779 

30873 

3177 

605 

44 

31723 

27956 

3051 

672 

44 

3056 

2917 

126 

13 

0 

providence 

1 

30384 

17210 

12140  . 

611 

423 

27985 

1 5784 

11190 

600 

41  1 

2399 

1426 

950 

1 1 

12 

providence 

9 

27018 

13852 

11717 

685 

764 

25230 

13039 

10742 

685 

764 

1788 

813 

975 

0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

1 

5132 

2822 

2233 

39 

30 

2649 

1462 

1129 

28 

30 

2483 

1360 

1 104 

1 1 

8 

WASHINGTON 

7 

4415 

2766 

1562 

65 

22 

2171 

1294 

808 

52 

1 7 

2244 

1472 

754 

1 3 

5 

WASHINGTON 

6 

4212 

3993 

154 

65 

0 

2062 

1959 

66 

37 

0 

2150 

2034 

88 

28 

0 

WASHINGTON 

4 

4136 

1071 

2984 

34 

47 

2481 

674 

1749 

21 

37 

1655 

397 

1235 

13 

10 

WASHINGTON 

9 

3552 

1356 

2037 

39 

120 

2095 

746 

1220 

33 

96 

1457 

610 

817 

6 

24 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO 

OC/CO  COLUMN  1 . 

- THE 

COOES  IN 

THIS 

COLUMN 

REPRESENT  OCCUPATIONS 

AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE  OCCUPATION 

1 PROM.bSIONAL.  TECHNICAL.  AND  KlNDREO  WORKERS 

2 ( ARf.URS  AND  FARM  MANAGERS 

3 MANAU.RS.  OFFICIALS.  AND  PROPRIETORS.  EXCEPT  FARM 

4 CLLRIi Al  AM)  KINDRED  WORKERS 
b SALES  WORKERS 

5 CRAMSMEN.  FOREMEN.  AND  KINORED  WORKERS 

7 OPERA i 1 VES  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

8 PRIVA1E  HOUSlHOLD  WORKERS 

9 SERVICE  WORKERS.  EXCEPT  PRIVATE  HOUSEHOLD 

10  FARM  LABORERS  AND  FOREMEN 

11  LABORLRS.  EXCEPT  FARM 


3 


TABLE  10- -EMPLOYMENT  HIGHEST  FIVE  INDUSTRIES.  RURAL  AfvTD  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 


RHODE  ISLAND.  1970- 

state  NAME 

IN 

• • T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B A 

N 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

OR 

CD 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T e 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

COUNTY  NAME 

(2) 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

state  total 

-R.l  . 

4 

130737 

77229 

51001 

1540 

967 

1 17791 

68492 

46834 

1506 

959 

12946 

8737 

4167 

34 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.l  . 

9 

90606 

37088 

50149 

1141 

2228 

79730 

32656 

43809 

1103 

2162 

10876 

4432 

6340 

38 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.l  . 

7 

55501 

30307 

24109 

591 

494 

49631 

2701  7 

21569 

573 

472 

5870 

3290 

2540 

18 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.I. 

10 

23107 

17322 

5050 

517 

218 

20647 

15508 

4447 

492 

200 

2460 

1814 

603 

25 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.  I . 

3 

20232 

18784 

1090 

334 

24 

16930 

15681 

910 

315 

24 

3302 

3103 

180 

19 

BRISTOL 

4 

7535 

4542 

2980 

13 

0 

7252 

4376 

2863 

13 

0 

283 

166 

117 

0 

BRISTOL 

9 

4339 

1 920 

2376 

22 

21 

41  15 

1862 

2210 

22 

21 

224 

58 

166 

0 

BRISTOL 

7 

2159 

1276 

874 

0 

9 

1936 

1097 

830 

0 

9 

223 

179 

44 

0 

BRISTOL 

3 

995 

941 

54 

0 

0 

939 

885 

54 

0 

0 

56 

56 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

8 

944 

529 

410 

5 

0 

934 

519 

410 

5 

0 

10 

10 

0 

0 

KENT 

4 

20908 

13824 

7019 

41 

24 

19240 

1 2675 

6507 

34 

24 

1668 

1 149 

512 

7 

KENT 

9 

12531 

5064 

7413 

22 

32 

1 1563 

4669 

6846 

16 

32 

968 

395 

567 

6 

KENT 

7 

9332 

4881 

4433 

13 

5 

8751 

4575 

4158 

13 

5 

581 

306 

275 

0 

KENT 

10 

4492 

3726 

748 

18 

0 

4087 

3419 

650 

18 

0 

405 

307 

98 

0 

KENT 

3 

3324 

31  17 

203 

4 

0 

2990 

2801 

185 

4 

0 

334 

316 

18 

0 

NEWPORT 

9 

8129 

2810 

4875 

147 

297 

6549 

2177 

3933 

147 

292 

' 1580 

633 

942 

0 

NEWPORT 

7 

4476 

2288 

1988 

118 

82 

3537 

1771 

1588 

107 

71 

939 

517 

400 

1 1 

NEWPORT 

4 

4377 

2654 

1648 

47 

28 

31  1 7 

1806 

1241 

42 

28 

1260 

848 

407 

5 

NEWPORT 

10 

3272 

2395 

695 

118 

64 

2801 

2044 

583 

118 

56 

471 

351 

1 12 

0 

NEWPORT 

3 

1672 

1564 

63 

45 

0 

1055 

966 

44 

45 

0 

617 

598 

19 

0 

PROVIDENCE 

4 

90370 

50833 

37291 

1361 

885 

8431  1 

46902 

35170 

1357 

882 

6059 

3931 

2121 

4 

PROVIDENCE 

9 

56905 

24015 

30320 

879 

1691 

52703 

22249 

2791  1 

664 

1679 

4202 

1766 

2409 

15 

PROVIDENCE 

7 

35183 

19701 

14729 

414 

339 

32883 

1 8403 

13727 

414 

339 

2300 

1298 

1002 

0 

providence 

3 

12686 

11721 

695 

246 

24 

11291 

10424 

597 

246 

24 

1395 

1297 

98 

0 

PROVIDENCE 

10 

12647 

9099 

3066 

338 

144 

11942 

8595 

2874 

329 

144 

705 

504 

192 

9 

WASHINGTON 

9 

8702* 

3279 

5165 

71 

187 

4800 

1699 

2909 

54 

138 

3902 

1580 

2256 

17 

WASHINGTON 

4 

7547 

5376 

2063 

78 

30 

3871 

2733 

1053 

60 

25 

3676 

2643 

1010 

18 

WASHINGTON 

7 

4351 

2161 

2085 

46 

59 

2524 

1171 

1266 

39 

48 

1827 

990 

819 

7 

WASHINGTON 

10 

1921 

1486 

382 

43 

10 

1088 

876 

185 

27 

0 

833 

610 

197 

16 

WASHINGTON 

3 

1555 

1441 

75 

39 

0 

655 

605 

30 

20 

0 

900  1 

836 

45 

19 

e 

66 

22 


1 1 
0 
8 
0 
3 
12 
0 
0 
0 
49 
5 • 
1 1 
10 
0 


(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO  IN/CD  COLUMN  1.  - THE  CODES  IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENT  INDUSTRIES  AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE  INDUSTRY 


1 AGRICULTURE.  FORESTRY.  AND  FISHERIES 

2 MINING 

3 CONSTRUCTION 

4 MANUFACTURING 

5 TRANSPORTATION.  COMMUNICATION.  AND  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 

6 WHOLESALE  TRADE 

7 RETAIL  TRADE 

8 FINANCE.  INSURANCE.  AND  REAL  ESTATE 

9 SERVICES 
10  GOVERNMENT 


TABLE  1 1 -- UNEMPLOYMENT  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES 
RHODE  ISLAND.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T A 

L 

- - 

- • u 

R 

B A 

N 

- . 

- - R 

u 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

1 T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MA*lE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -R.l  . 

4.0 

3.5 

4.7 

4.2 

6.0 

4.0 

3.6 

4.6 

4.4 

6.2 

4. 1 

3.4 

5.4 

.0 

.0 

BRISTOL 

3.4 

2.9 

4.2 

.0 

.0 

3.5 

2.9 

4.4 

.0 

.0 

2.2 

2.6 

1 .4 

.0 

.0 

KENT 

3.9 

3.3 

4.9 

2.7 

.0 

3.9 

3.3 

4.8 

3.0 

.0 

4. 1 

3.3 

5.7 

.0 

.0 

NEWPORT 

4.6 

4.5 

4.4 

5.9 

11  .3 

4.8 

4.5 

4.6 

6.1 

1 1 .8 

4.2 

4.5 

3.7 

.0 

.0 

PROVIDENCE 

4.0 

3.6 

4.6 

4.4 

5.4 

4.1 

3.6 

4.6 

4.4 

5.4 

3.8 

2.6 

5.7 

.0 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

4.3 

3.4 

5.6 

.0 

5.6 

3.9 

2.9 

5.3 

.0 

7.3 

4.7 

4.0 

6.0 

.0 

.0 

TABLE 

1 2 - - LABOR  FORCE  AS 

A PERCENTAGE 

OF  TOTAL 

POPULATION.  RURAL  AND 

URBAN 

i.  BY  SEX 

AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 

RHODE  ISLAND. 

1970 

STATE  NAME 

- • T 

0 

T A 

L 

. - 

- - u 

R 

B A 

N 

. . 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

female 

state  total  -R.l. 

40.9 

49.8 

33.0 

33.8 

29.9 

41.7 

51 .3 

33.5 

36.9 

30.2 

35.2 

41.0 

29.3 

9.0 

21.6 

BRISTOL 

41 .2 

51  .7 

31 .4 

45.8 

35.8 

41 . 1 

51  .4 

31 .5 

45.8 

40.5 

42.9 

57.6 

29.8 

.0 

.0 

KENT 

42.9 

54.6 

32.0 

42.7 

24.4 

43.2 

54.8 

32.3 

47.6 

27.7 

40.6 

52.3 

28.9 

24.1 

.0 

NEWPORT 

28.6 

30.4 

27.3 

19.0 

26.0 

32.3 

37.6 

27.8 

31 .4 

25.9 

20.8 

20.0 

25.5 

1 .5 

30.8 

PROVIDENCE 

43.5 

54.0 

34.7 

40.3 

31  .3 

43.7 

54.2 

35.0 

40.4 

31  .4 

41  .0 

51.4 

31 . 1 

28.7 

16.0 

WASHINGTON 

33.0 

38.0 

28.3 

18.3 

25.3 

29.4 

31 .5 

27.9 

15.4 

25.7 

38.1 

47.0 

28.9 

34.0 

24.2 

cooooooooooooin 


TAOLE  13- -LABOR  FORCE  PARTICIPATION  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SELECTED  AGE-GROUPS.  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  RHODE  ISLAND.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

T 

C 

T 

A 

L 

U 

R 

B 

A 

N 

- - 

R 

U 

R 

A 

L 

OR 

AGE 

W 

H 

I T E 

0 

T 

HER 

W 

H 

I T E 

0 

T 

HER 

w 

H 

I T E 

0 

T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

CD 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

tota 

L 

MAL 

E 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTJ 

L 

male 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.  1 . 

1 

50 

2 

55. 

2 

45. 

3 

48 

2 

41  . 

1 

49. 

3 

53. 

3 

45. 

9 

41 

0 

41  . 

3 

56 

2 

65. 

5 

40. 

7 

91 

3 

36 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.  I . 

2 

73 

5 

84 

8 

59. 

5 

84 

8 

56. 

2 

71  . 

0 

81 

6 

60. 

3 

77 

5 

56. 

8 

84 

6 

94 

6 

52 

8 

100 

0 

23. 

8 

STATE  TOTAL 

* R . 1 . 

3 

69 

6 

95 

3 

43. 

9 

88 

3 

45. 

0 

69. 

1 

95. 

1 

44  . 

2 

86 

2 

46. 

1 

72 

1 

95. 

9 

41 

8 

100 

0 

7 

7 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.I  . 

4 

74 

3 

96 

1 

54. 

5 

92 

5 

58. 

1 

74. 

7 

96 

0 

54 

8 

91 

9 

59. 

0 

75 

6 

96. 

6 

52 

2 

97 

6 

34 

4 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.  I . 

5 

71 

8 

89. 

7 

56. 

2 

82 

2 

54. 

2 

72. 

1 

89 

8 

57. 

0 

83 

4 

54. 

2 

69 

3 

89 

3 

49 

8 

62 

5 

54. 

6 

STATE  TOTAL 

-R.I  . 

6 

17 

1 

26 

7 

10 

6 

30 

0 

14 

5 

17. 

0 

26 

7 

10. 

5 

29 

6 

13. 

7 

18 

1 

26 

1 

1 1 

6 

38 

5 

30 

5 

BRISTOL 

1 

39 

8 

43 

7 

36. 

1 

35 

3 

33. 

3 

39 

7 

42 

3 

37. 

1 

35 

3 

50. 

0 

41 

2 

57. 

8 

25 

8 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

2 

72 

0 

81 

9 

63. 

0 

100 

0 

64 

3 

73. 

1 

82 

8 

64. 

1 

100 

0 

100. 

0 

58 

4 

71 

6 

43 

5 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

3 

70 

9 

94 

9 

47. 

9 

100 

0 

33. 

3 

70. 

4 

94 

6 

47. 

2 

100 

0 

33. 

3 

82 

3 

100 

0 

62 

5 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

4 

73 

7 

97 

9 

52. 

2 

100 

0 

50. 

0 

73. 

4 

97 

9 

51 

7 

100 

0 

50. 

0 

79 

7 

100 

0 

62 

6 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

5 

71 

2 

91 

3 

52. 

6 

44 

4 

100. 

0 

71 

4 

91 

3 

53 

0 

44 

4 

100. 

0 

65 

9 

91 

5 

44 

3 

0 

0 

BRISTOL 

6 

13 

2 

20 

9 

7. 

7 

0 

0 

13. 

1 

20 

5 

7. 

8 

0 

0 

17 

1 

34 

9 

6 

B 

0 

0 

KENT 

1 

56 

0 

59 

5 

52 

5 

0 

0 

57. 

1 

60 

5 

53 

7 

0 

0 

42 

2 

46 

7 

38 

3 

0 

0 

KENT 

2 

71 

9 

85 

5 

60. 

7 

100 

0 

69^ 

2 

71 

8 

85 

0 

61 

1 

100 

0 

69 

2 

73 

0 

90 

2 

56 

5 

0 

0 

KENT 

3 

69 

8 

97 

2 

43 

9 

100 

0 

30 

2 

69 

8 

97 

2 

43 

9 

100 

0 

35 

1 

69 

7 

97 

1 

43 

5 

100 

0 

0 

KENT 

4 

74 

3 

97 

6 

52 

7 

100 

0 

41 

5 

74 

6 

97 

5 

53 

5 

100 

0 

44 

3 

70 

5 

98 

7 

43 

2 

100 

0 

0 

KENT 

5 

72 

6 

92 

3 

53 

8 

86 

5 

31 

3 

72. 

7 

92 

2 

54 

1 

82 

1 

42 

9 

71 

B 

92 

8 

50 

1 

100 

0 

0 

KENT 

6 

17 

1 

29 

3 

8 

8 

43 

5 

0 

16. 

5 

28 

7 

8 

4 

43 

5 

0 

27 

3 

37 

5 

16 

7 

0 

0 

NEWPORT 

1 

60 

9 

74 

5 

36 

8 

82 

8 

53 

0 

49. 

7 

60 

0 

38 

5 

63 

6 

52 

5 

79 

7 

68 

9 

28 

7 

100 

0 

62 

5 

NEWPORT 

2 

85 

8 

97 

3 

51 

7 

98 

0 

40 

3 

72. 

3 

92 

0 

51 

7 

92 

6 

41 

9 

96 

2 

99 

6 

51 

5 

100 

0 

0 

NEWPORT 

3 

72 

0 

98 

5 

36 

0 

97 

2 

39 

3 

66 

1 

98 

3 

35 

7 

93 

0 

39 

5 

83 

3 

98 

7 

37 

2 

100 

0 

0 

NEWPORT 

4 

73 

9 

96 

2 

47 

4 

99 

1 

63 

4 

71 

1 

95 

3 

47 

5 

98 

7 

62 

4 

80 

6 

97 

7 

46 

8 

100 

0 

78 

6 

NEWPORT 

5 

67 

3 

88 

7 

48 

4 

90 

4 

43 

9 

67. 

8 

88 

1 

50 

8 

92 

2 

>12 

9 

65 

8 

90 

5 

40 

5 

75 

0 

66 

7 

NEWPORT 

6 

18 

4 

29 

4 

10 

8 

39 

5 

12 

8 

17 

9 

29 

9 

9 

9 

41 

6 

12 

8 

19 

9 

27 

8 

1 4 

0 

0 

0 

PROVIDENCE 

1 

49 

6 

52 

3 

48 

0 

33 

4 

41 

6 

49 

7 

52 

4 

48 

2 

33 

6 

41 

8 

48 

0 

50 

9 

45 

3 

0 

0 

PROVIDENCE 

2 

69 

8 

78 

3 

62 

4 

64 

6 

60 

1 

69 

6 

77 

9 

62 

5 

64 

6 

60 

1 

72 

4 

85 

8 

61 

0 

0 

0 

PROVIDENCE 

3 

69 

3 

94 

2 

46 

0 

82 

7 

48 

1 

69 

4 

93 

9 

46 

4 

82 

6 

48 

5 

67 

8 

97 

3 

41 

9 

100 

0 

0 

PROVIDENCE 

4 

75 

4 

95 

3 

57 

0 

89 

1 

59 

1 

75 

3 

95 

2 

57 

0 

89 

3 

59 

3 

76 

2 

96 

0 

56 

9 

80 

0 

38 

5 

providence 

5 

72 

2 

89 

0 

58 

0 

82 

1 

55 

1 

72 

3 

89 

0 

58 

3 

82 

5 

55 

3 

70 

8 

89 

5 

53 

0 

60 

0 

43 

5 

PROVIDENCE 

6 

17 

2 

26 

5 

1 1 

2 

29 

5 

14 

1 

17 

2 

26 

5 

1 1 

1 

29 

6 

14 

3 

17 

5 

25 

6 

1 1 

8 

0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

1 

40 

8 

48 

2 

32 

1 

66 

9 

18 

8 

38 

9 

48 

2 

27 

0 

71 

3 

6 

7 

45 

4 

48 

2 

42 

6 

40 

0 

55 

0 

WASHINGTON 

2 

71 

4 

82 

7 

49 

6 

97 

0 

38 

0 

74 

6 

84 

3 

51 

3 

96 

8 

36 

2 

61 

7 

76 

2 

46 

5 

100 

0 

50 

0 

WASHINGTON 

3 

67 

7 

94 

3 

37 

4 

94 

0 

36 

3 

68 

7 

97 

0 

33 

2 

93 

B 

41 

3 

66 

4 

90 

6 

42 

3 

100 

0 

1 1 

6 

WASHINGTON 

4 

73 

4 

97 

1 

47 

8 

100 

0 

53 

1 

74 

0 

98 

3 

45 

6 

100 

0 

61 

3 

72 

7 

95 

4 

50 

4 

100 

0 

17 

9 

WASHINGTON 

5 

71 

6 

89 

6 

54 

8 

67 

0 

68 

9 

74 

8 

92 

3 

58 

8 

83 

9 

69 

3 

68 

3 

87 

0 

50 

5 

48 

0 

68 

3 

WASHINGTON 

6 

16 

2 

24 

8 

9 

5 

25 

3 

24 

0 

16 

3 

27 

2 

9 

5 

13 

0 

13 

0 

16 

.0 

22 

7 

9 

4 

45 

5 

36 

0 

FOOTNOTE  TO  AGE/CD  COLUMN  1 - THE  CODES  IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENTS  AGE-GROUPS  AS  KEYED  BELOW: 
CODE  AGE-GROUP 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


16-19 
20-24 
25-34 
35-44 
45-  64 

65  AND  OVER 


TABLE  14- -PER  CAPITA  INCOME  (DOLLARS).  IN  1969.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  POPULATION.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
RHODE  ISLAND 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B A 

N 

- . 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -R.I. 

3147 

4759 

1679 

2637 

1294 

3139 

4779 

1703 

2575 

1305 

3205 

4646 

1497 

3140 

1009 

BRISTOL 

3523 

5554 

1624 

3682 

1163 

3540 

5587 

1622 

3682 

1 162 

3200 

4914 

1656 

0 

1173 

KENT 

3294 

5147 

1544 

5236 

1214 

3271 

5108 

1552 

4405 

1327 

3540 

5555 

1 446 

8435 

374 

NEWPORT 

3096 

4345 

1654 

2768 

1088 

2993 

4484 

1720 

2628 

1091 

3316 

4143 

1416 

2967 

1012 

PROVIDENCE 

3123 

4736 

1753 

2559 

1353 

3122 

4729 

1773 

2546 

1360 

3133 

4810 

1520 

3694 

509 

WASHINGTON 

2926 

4356 

1431 

2419 

1141 

2815 

4129 

1366 

2377 

1114 

3086 

4702 

1514 

2643 

1218 

TABLE  15- - PURCHASING  POWER  OF  LABOR  FORCE  EARNING  CAPACITY  BY  COUNTY 
RHODE  ISLAND.  1969  1/ 


STATE  OR  COUNTY 

FACTOR 

STATE  RECORD 

109 

BRISTOL 

109 

KENT 

109 

NEWPORT 

107 

PR0V1 DENCE 

109 

WASHINGTON 

109 

1/  FOR  FACTOR  DERIVATION  SEE  EXPLANATORY  NOTES. 


5 


VERMONT 


« 


I 


TABLE  1 --INDEX  OF  ECONOMIC  UTILIZATION  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
VERMONT.  1970 


- - T 0 T A L • • 

- - U R B 

A N - - 

- - R U R A 

L - - 

STATE  OR  COUNIY 

: TOTAL  WHITE  : OTHER 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

I OTHER 

TOTAL  : WHITE 

other 

: male  female  male  female 

: MALE  FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

: MALE  FEMALE 

male  female 

VT  STATE  RECORD 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY  X 

98.7 

95.6 

102. 1 

96.7 

130.7 

101 .3 

104.2 

110.1 

97.4 

91  . 8 

97.8 

87 . 9 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3931  . 

5978. 

2305. 

6046. 

2952. 

4035. 

651  1 . 

2486. 

3879. 

5741  . 

2209. 

5496. 

• - - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3720. 

5840. 

2001  . 

3779. 

2919. 

3704. 

61  14. 

2178- 

.... 

3727. 

5734  . 

1930. 

3640. 

.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

94.6 

97.7 

86.8 

62.5 

98.9 

91  .8 

93.9 

87.6 

— 

96.1 

99.9 

87.4 

66.2 



VT  ADDISON 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPAC I TY 

% 

85.8 

78.9 

91 .6 

85.8 

78 . 9 

91  .6 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3417. 

4930. 

2068. 

.... 

- - - - 

— 

• - - - 

.... 

3417. 

493(3. 

2068. 

- - - - 

- - - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3309. 

5133. 

1880. 

.... 

- - - - 

- - - - 

.... 

.... 

3309. 

5133. 

1880. 

.... 

- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

96.8 

104.1 

90.9 

— 

— 

96.8 

104.1 

90.9 

— 

— 

VT  BENNINGTON 

WARRANTED  EARNING 

capacity 

% 

104.5 

102.5 

1064 

106.7 

103.7 

119.6 

103.6 

102.0 

101  .0 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4163. 

6407. 

2403. 

.... 

---  - 

4252. 

6484. 

2702. 

- - - - 

4127. 

6379. 

2281  . 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3818. 

591  1 . 

2065. 

.... 

.... 

3460. 

5486. 

2331  . 



3992. 

6031  . 

1963. 

— 

- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

91 .7 

92.3 

86.0 

— 

— 

81  .4 

84.6 

86.3 

— 

96.7 

94 . 5 

86.  1 

— 

— 

VT  CALEDONIA 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
capacity 

% 

85.4 

83.3 

90.3 

85.4 

83.3 

90.3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3403. 

5207. 

2040. 

.... 



— 

.... 

- * - - 

.... 

3403. 

5207  . 

2040. 

— 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

OOL 

3256. 

5301  . 

1750. 

.... 

— 

— 

— 

3256. 

5301  . 

1 750. 

— 

- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

95.7 

101 . 8 

85.8 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

95.7 

101.8 

85.8 

— 

— 

VT  CHITTENDEN 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

112.8 

108.9 

115.5 

102.2 

102.4 

112.2 

132.8 

119.4 

122.0 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4493. 

6805. 

2608. 

- - - - 



4072. 

6398. 

2534. 

- - - - 

5291. 

7461  . 

2756. 

.... 

- - - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3917. 

6484. 

2182. 

.... 

.... 

3467. 

6085. 

2044. 

.... 

4802. 

7023. 

2516. 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

87.2 

95.3 

83.7 

— 

— 

85.  1 

95. 1 

80.7 

— 

90.8 

94 . 1 

91  .3 

— 

VT  ESSEX 

WARRANTED  EARNING 

capacity 

.X 

74.6 

74.6 

733 

74.6 

74 . 6 

73 . 3 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

2971  . 

4660. 

1656. 

.... 

— 

— 



— 

— 

2971. 

4660. 

1656. 

— 

- - - * 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3522. 

5389. 

1512. 

.... 



— 

— 

— 



3522. 

5389. 

1512. 



.... 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

118.5 

115.7 

91  .3 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

118.5 

115.7 

91 .3 

— 

VT  FRANKLIN 

warranted  earning 
capacity 

X 

84.3 

85  2 

81 .6 

94 . 8 

1011 

95.2 

78.4 

77.4 

73 . 4 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3358. 

5325. 

1842. 

.... 

— 

3779 

6320. 

2150. 

— 

3124. 

4839. 

1657  . 

— 

— 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3900. 

5908. 

1937. 

- - - - 

— 

3868. 

6275. 

2194. 

3920. 

5721  • 

1 773. 

— 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

116.1 

110.9 

105-2 

— 

— 

102.4 

99.3 

102.0 

125.5 

118  2 

107.0 

— 

...  - 

VT  GRAND  isle 

WARRANTED  EARNING 

capacity 

X 

78.8 

82.7 

71 .2 

78.8 

82.7 

712 

warranted  MEO  INC 

DOL 

3140. 

5170. 

1609. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

3140. 

5170. 

1609  . 

— 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3476. 

5763. 

1576. 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

3476 

5763. 

1576. 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

110.7 

111.5 

98.0 

— 

— 

— 

— 

110.7 

111.5 

98.0 

— 

— 

VT  LAMOILLE 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

93.7 

89.8 

92-6 

93.7 

89.8 

92.6 

WARRANTED  MEO  INC 

DOL 

3732. 

5615. 

2092. 

- - - - 

— 

— 

— 

- - - - 

— 

3732. 

5615. 

2092  . 



- - - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3439. 

5788. 

1754. 

.... 

— 

— 

— 

.... 

— 

3439. 

5788. 

1 754  . 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

92.1 

103.1 

83.8 

— 

— 

— 

— 

92.1 

103.  1 

83.8 

.... 

VT  ORANGE 

warranted  earning 

CAPACITY 

X 

89.5 

81 . 3 

94 . 6 

89.5 

81.3 

94.6 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3568. 

5083. 

2136. 

- - - - 

— 

— 

— 



3568. 

5083. 

2136. 

- * * * 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3405. 

5058. 

1892. 

- - - - 

— 

— 

— 

- . - - 

3405. 

5058  . 

1892. 

.... 

- - - “ 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

95.4 

99.5 

88-6 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

95.4 

99.5 

88.6 

— 

■ • " “ 

VT  ORLEANS 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

X 

76.1 

77.7 

71  .5 

86. 1 

90.0 

86.7 

72.9 

74 . 3 

66.5 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3032. 

4859. 

1614. 

— 

— 

3429. 

5623. 

1958. 

— 

2906. 

4642  ■ 

1502. 

— 



actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3405. 

5304. 

1682. 

.... 

— 

3507. 

5579. 

1952. 

- - - - 

3364. 

5224  . 

1 548. 

- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

112.3 

109.2 

104.2 

— 

— 

102.3 

99.2 

99.7 

— 

115.8 

112.5 

103.1 

.... 

VT  RUTLAND 

warranted  earning 
capacity 

X 

94.2 

95.7 

98.0 

102.1 

108.1 

109.1 

89.7 

89.2 

91  4 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

3755. 

5983. 

2214  . 

.... 

— 

4067. 

6755. 

2464. 

- - - - 

3575. 

5577. 

2063. 

- - - - 

— 

actual  median  INC 

DOL 

3590. 

5803. 

1895. 

- - - . 

.... 

3799. 

6114. 

2086. 

- - - - 

3486. 

5661 

1777. 

.... 

- - - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

X 

95.6 

97.0 

85.6 

— 

— 

93.4 

90.5 

84 . 7 

— 

97.5 

101.5 

86.2 

— 

.... 

continued 


TABLE  1-- 

INDEX  OF  ECONOMIC  UTILIZATION 
VERMONT.  1970  -•  CONTINUED 

FOR 

PERSONS 

IN  THE  RURAL 

AND  URBAN 

LABOR  FORCES 

BY  SEX 

AND 

RACE.  COUNTIES, 

- - T 

OTA 

L 

- - U R 

B A 

N 

- - 

- * R 

U 

R 

A L - - 

STATE  OR  COUNTY 

: TOTAL 

WHITE  : 

0 T 

HER 

TOTAL  : W H 

I T E : 

0 T 

HER 

TOTAL  : 

W H 

I T E 

OTHER 

male  female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

: MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

VT  WASHINGTON 
warranted  earning 


CAPACITY 

% 

102.8 

98.2 

112.0 

— 

101.8 

1 10.6 

112.6 

— 

103.4 

89.3 

111.2 

— 

- 

. - - 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4095. 

6138. 

2528  . 

— 

4058. 

6913. 

2543. 

- - - - 

4119. 

558 1 . 

2512. 

- 

actual  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3759. 

5687. 

2280. 

— 

3967. 

6219. 

2408. 

— 

3579. 

5281  . 

2137. 



- 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

91 .8 

92.7 

90.2 

— 

97.7 

90.0 

94.7 

— 

86.9 

94.6 

85.1 

— 

" 

VT  WINDHAM 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

% 

102.2 

94.0 

113.4 

99.3 

96.3 

117.1 

••••  104.2 

92.8 

110.7 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4073. 

5879. 

2560. 

...  - 

3955. 

6017. 

2645. 

— 

4150. 

5801  . 

2499. 

- - - - 

- 

* - - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

3794. 

5804  . 

2243. 

— 

3869. 

5901  . 

2448. 



3746. 

5743. 

2068. 

— 

- 

— 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

932 

98.7 

87.6 

— 

97.8 

98. 1 

92.6 

— 

90.3 

99.0 

827 

— 

— 

VT  WINDSOR 

WARRANTED  EARNING 
CAPACITY 

% 

111.1 

107.4 

112-7 

114.5 

127.3 

107.7 

110.6 

104.6 

113.5 

WARRANTED  MED  INC 

DOL 

4429. 

6712. 

2544. 

.... 

4563. 

7959. 

2432. 



4408. 

6537. 

2562. 

.... 

- 

* “ - 

ACTUAL  MEDIAN  INC 

DOL 

4185. 

6472. 

2241  . 

4532. 

7208. 

2158. 

- - - - 

4135. 

6352. 

2251  . 

.... 

- 

- - - 

ECON  UTILIZATION 

% 

94.5 

96.4 

88. 1 

— 

99.3 

90.6 

88.7 

— 

93.8 

97.2 

87.9 

.... 

* 

— 

TAbLE  2- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  AGE  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  TFE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 


STATE  name 

VERMONT.  1970  (1) 

- - T 0 

T 

A L 

U R 

6 

A N 

R U 

R 

A L 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

W H 
MALE 

i T E 

female 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

TOTAL 

W H 

male 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT  98.9 

99. 6 

98.0 

100.0 

104.5 

962 

98. 2 

96.1 

103.5 

103.0 

100.3 

100.3 

99.2 

97.6 

105.4 

ADDISON 

96.  1 

96 . 9 

94.6 

96.5 

117.3 

. C 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

96.  1 

96.9 

94 . 6 

96 . 5 

117.3 

BENNINGTON 

100.9 

100.9 

101.2 

105.6 

95.4 

97 . 7 

98.8 

99.9 

124.9 

111.2 

102.1 

101 .6 

101  .8 

92.8 

83  6 

CALEDONIA 

99.  1 

1C0.0 

100.1 

129.7 

92.4 

.0 

. 0 

• 0 

.0 

.0 

99. 1 

100.0 

100.1 

129.7 

92.4 

CHITTENDEN 

97 . 9 

97  7 

95-2 

104.4 

97.3 

94 . 3 

95.6 

93  • 5 

106.4 

88.8 

104.1 

100.6 

98.9 

101 .9 

110.2 

ESSEX 

104.3 

106  6 

103.2 

. 0 

. 0 

.0 

0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

104.3 

106-6 

103.2 

.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

98 . 9 

99. 3 

97-3 

69-4 

113.3 

98.4 

99.3 

97-6 

89.4 

113.3 

99.2 

99  .*2 

97  • 0 

9.6 

.0 

GRAND  isle 

99.7 

100.6 

101  .0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

• 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

99.7 

100.6 

101  .0 

. 0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

97 . 7 

96  8 

97.2 

114.5 

92.4 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

97.7 

96.8 

97 . 2 

114.5 

92.4 

orange 

98.6 

98. 7 

98 . 9 

121.5 

116.4 

■ 0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

98.6 

98.7 

98.9 

121 .5 

116.4 

ORLEANS 

101.3 

101.0 

102 . 6 

114.6 

101.3 

98.3 

100.2 

98.5 

114.3 

92.4 

102-3 

101-2 

104.6 

114.7 

1 10.2 

Rutland 

98.7 

ICO.  6 

98-3 

102 . 9 

1 17.4 

96.3 

98.4 

96-7 

97.6 

1 1 6 . 6 

100.2 

101 .8 

99  • 5 

120.7 

118.9 

WASHINGTON 

99.8 

101.2 

98.9 

74.1 

106.0 

98.3 

101.5 

98. 1 

.0 

.0 

101  • 1 

IOO.9 

99.6 

74 . 1 

106.0 

WINDHAM 

98.4 

99.3 

98.5 

75.4 

110.2 

97.3 

99.8 

99.  1 

81  .4 

110.2 

99. 1 

99.0 

98 . 0 

71.3 

.0 

WINDSOR 

99.8 

102.1 

99.7 

97.9 

105.3 

98.5 

103.8 

98.9 

.0 

105.6 

100.0 

101 .8 

99.8 

97.9 

105.2 

( 1 ) INDEXES 

WERE  COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS 

WERE  IN 

THE  GROUP. 

TABLE  3- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  EDUCATIONAL  ATTAINMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  VERMONT.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T ' 

A L 

. 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

* - 

OR 

W H 

I T 6 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

. 101.4 

99.7 

1040 

117.0 

118.2 

103.7 

102.9 

104-4 

115.5 

124.7 

100.4 

98.2 

103-8 

118.0 

114.6 

ADDISON 

101 .9 

99.3 

105.6 

126.7 

81 .5 

.0 

■ 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

101  .9 

99-3 

105.6 

126.7 

81 . 5 

BENNINGTON 

100.9 

99.3 

103-1 

124.4 

111  .0 

98.8 

99.6 

98-  1 

137.7 

125.1 

101.7 

99.2 

105-1 

113.7 

77.4 

CALEDONIA 

97.4 

96 . 2 

100.6 

158.6 

97.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

97.4 

96.2 

100.6 

158.6 

97.3 

CHITTENDEN 

109.0 

107 . 1 

109.6 

140.9 

149.9 

107.9 

106.6 

108.1 

141 .5 

160.9 

110.9 

107.9 

112.3 

140.3 

141.9 

ESSEX 

85.9 

86.3 

89-5 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

85.9 

86.3 

89  • 5 

. 0 

-0 

FRANKLIN 

91  .6 

92.0 

93.8 

IO3.0 

108.8 

95.5 

96.7 

95.0 

94.8 

123.7 

893 

89-4 

92 . 5 

1O9.2 

95.5 

GRAND  ISLE 

95.5 

94 . 9 

97-7 

.0 

1 22 . 4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

95.5 

94 . 9 

97  • 7 

. 0 

122.4 

LAMOILLE 

102.7 

99. 1 

107.8 

54.3 

.0 

.0 

• 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

102.7 

99.1 

107.0 

54.3 

.0 

ORANGE 

97.8 

94 . 6 

102.6 

94.9 

129.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

97.8 

94.6 

102.6 

94 . 9 

129.3 

ORLEANS 

89.7 

90.0 

91 .9 

85.4 

44.5 

91 . 9 

91  . 8 

93.9 

69.2 

.0 

89.0 

89.5 

91  . 3 

91  .6 

44 . 5 

RUTLAND 

99.9 

97.3 

103.9 

85.3 

91  . 6 

102.8 

100.8 

105.7 

83.0 

76.5 

98.1 

95.4 

102.7 

93.2 

118.4 

WASHINGTON 

102.8 

101 .5 

104.7 

158.6 

99.5 

104.2 

104.2 

104-2 

.0 

113.0 

101.5 

99.1 

105-2 

158.6 

95.9 

WINDHAM 

1035 

101 .3 

106.3 

104.2 

140.3 

100-3 

99.3 

102.1 

82.5 

158.0 

105.7 

102.5 

109.5 

1 5q  . 6 

132.5 

WINDSOR 

103.3 

101 .2 

106-2 

103.4 

111  .6 

106.4 

105.2 

107-1 

.0 

81 . 5 

102.9 

100.6 

106-1 

103.4 

116.3 

( 1 ) INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  1 

LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  ‘ 

FHAN  200 

' PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP . 

2 


TABLE  4- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  WEEKS-WORKED  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  VERMONT.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 
OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

ADDISON 

BENNINGTON 

CALEDONIA 

CHITTENDEN 

ESSEX 

FRANKLIN 

grand  isle 

L AMO  I LLE 

orange 

ORLEANS 

Rutland 

WASHINGTON 

WINDHAM 

WINDSOR 


- - T 0 T A L - - 

WHITE  OTHER 

TOTAL  MALE  FEMALE  MALE  FEMALE 


99. 

1 

99 

2 

98 

5 

86. 

1 

97. 

7 

93. 

1 

93. 

0 

91  . 

9 

51  . 

3 

94  . 

6 

101  . 

1 

101 

6 

101  . 

9 

90. 

9 

104  , 

9 

96. 

2 

97  . 

5 

95. 

3 

137. 

8 

59. 

4 

100. 

2 

98 

3 

101  . 

0 

89. 

3 

96. 

2 

93. 

7 

97 

1 

88 

,0 

0 

,0 

100. 

0 

102  . 

9 

95 

6 

44  . 

, 1 

69 

7 

97, 

3 

103. 

6 

85 

8 

,0 

61  . 

. 8 

95. 

9 

99. 

7 

90. 

.5 

63 

4 

57. 

.6 

98. 

2 

97. 

4 

97 

. 3 

72, 

.8 

73 

,8 

94. 

.8 

99. 

8 

88 

.8 

103, 

.9 

107, 

.6 

97. 

.6 

100. 

9 

95 

.9 

137 

8 

119 

. 3 

99. 

8 

97 

9 

101 

.9 

112. 

. 1 

132 

. 7 

100. 

.7 

97, 

9 

104 

.2 

53, 

.0 

79 

. 7 

103. 

. 1 

102  . 

. 5 

102 

.0 

98 

.8 

111 

.3 

- - U 

R 

W H 

B 

I T E 

A N 

0 T 

HER 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

99.8 

99.6 

102.5 

87.8 

118.6 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

105.3 

101 . 5 

1130 

86.9 

120.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

97.2 

95.5 

1009 

85.1 

108.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

100.6 

103.6 

100-0 

14.2 

81 .3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

98.4 

101.3 

98.6 

137.8 

61  .8 

101 .8 

104.9 

101  • 2 

137.8 

152.4 

100.2 

101 . 8 

102.9 

.0 

57.6 

103  4 

100.6 

109.4 

59.1 

138.6 

102.7 

105.2 

100.1 

.0 

186.4 

- * R U R A L - - 

WHITE  OTHER 
TOTAL  MALE  FEMALE  MALE  FEMALE 


98. 

7 

99. 

1 

96. 

3 

85. 

2 

87. 

0 

93. 

1 

93. 

0 

91  . 

9 

51  . 

3 

94  . 

6 

99. 

5 

101  . 

6 

97. 

5 

93. 

5 

79  . 

7 

96. 

2 

97. 

5 

95  . 

3 

137  . 

8 

59. 

4 

105. 

4 

102. 

8 

101  . 

4 

93. 

8 

83 

5 

93. 

7 

97. 

1 

88  . 

0 

0 

0 

99. 

7 

102. 

6 

92  . 

8 

63. 

2 

59 

5 

97. 

3 

103, 

6 

85  . 

8 

,0 

61  . 

8 

95. 

9 

99 

.7 

90  . 

.5 

63. 

, 4 

57 

6 

98. 

,2 

97 

. 4 

97  . 

3 

72 

8 

73 

.8 

93 

.6 

99 

. 4 

85 

. 3 

90, 

.9 

153 

. 4 

95, 

. 1 

98 

.7 

92 

.6 

137 

. 8 

72 

.5 

99 

.5 

95 

.0 

100, 

.9 

112 

. 1 

165 

. 7 

98 

.9 

96 

• 4 

100, 

.6 

46 

.9 

65 

.0 

103 

.2 

102 

. 1 

102 

.3 

98 

8 

95 

5 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  5 • - LCONOM I C INDEX  OF 

EMPLOYMENT -UNEMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS 

FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND 

URBAN 

LABOR  FORCES. 

BY  SEX 

AND 

RACE  . 

COUNTIES.  VERMONT.  1970  (1) 

state  name 

T 0 

T 

A L 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

. . 

R U 

R 

A L 

. - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  NAME 

total  male 

FEMALE 

male 

FEMALE 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

100.0 

100.1 

99.9 

97.3 

94.9 

100.0 

100.1 

100.1 

96.9 

99.3 

99.9 

100.1 

99.8 

97.5 

92. 1 

ADDISON 

100.2 

100.7 

99.3 

102.0 

102.4 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

100.2 

100.7 

99.3 

102.0 

102.4 

BENNINGTON 

99.9 

100.2 

997 

82.8 

90.8 

99.3 

99.9 

98  • 8 

86.0 

102.4 

100.2 

100.3 

100.1 

80.7 

82.0 

CALEDONIA 

99.7 

99.6 

100.0 

102.0 

102.4 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

99.7 

99.6 

100.0 

102.0 

102.4 

CHITTENDEN 

100.1 

100.1 

100.3 

100.0 

97.0 

100.2 

100.2 

100.4 

98.5 

93.3 

100.0 

99.9 

100.1 

102 . 0 

102.4 

ESSEX 

98.9 

93 . 7 

99-5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

98.9 

98.7 

99.5 

.0 

.0 

franklin 

99.3 

99.  7 

98  • 7 

86.0 

102.4 

99.8 

99. 6 

100.3 

80.7 

102.4 

99.0 

99.7 

97.6 

102.0 

.0 

GRAND  ISLE 

97 . 9 

98.3 

97.3 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

97.9 

98.3 

97 . 3 

.0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

99.6 

100.0 

99.0 

102.0 

75.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

99.6 

100.0 

99.0 

102.0 

75.2 

ORANGE 

100.3 

100.0 

100.9 

95.6 

102.4 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

100.3 

100.0 

100.9 

95.6 

102.4 

ORLEANS 

99.6 

99.8 

99.2 

102.0 

102.4 

98.4 

98. 8 

98. 1 

102.0 

102.4 

100.0 

100.2 

99.7 

102.0 

102.4 

RUTLAND 

100.4 

100.5 

100.3 

102.0 

102.4 

100.0 

100.1 

100.0 

102.0 

102.4 

100.7 

100.7 

100.6 

102.0 

102.4 

WASHINGTON 

100.3 

100.2 

100-4 

102.0 

102.4 

100.8 

100 . 4 

101-4 

.0 

.0 

99.9 

100.0 

99-5 

102.0 

102.4 

WINDHAM 

100.1 

100.3 

99.8 

102.0 

102.4 

99.5 

100.0 

99.0 

102.0 

102.4 

100.5 

100.5 

100.3 

102.0 

.0 

WINDSOR 

99.6 

. 99.8 

99.6 

86.7 

73.1 

99.3 

100.0 

98.2 

.0 

102.4 

99.7 

99.8 

99.8 

86.7 

60.1 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN  THOUGH  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  6- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  LABOR  FORCE  STATUS  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  RURAL  AND  URBAN  PERSONS  16  YEARS  OF  AGE  AND  OVER.  BY  SEX  AND 
RACE.  COUNTIES.  VERMONT.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - 

- - 

R U 

R 

A L 

- - 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL  MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

99.3 

98.7 

100.3 

95.5 

103.9 

99.9 

99. 1 

102.9 

104.9 

110.9 

99.0 

98.5 

98.9 

90.4 

100.3 

ADDISON 

• 99.3 

96.4 

101 .8 

90.8 

95.5 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

99.3 

96.4 

101.8 

90.8 

95.5 

BENNINGTON 

101.1 

100.3 

103.2 

121.6 

116.8 

103.7 

100.9 

108.9 

121.6 

96.9 

100.2 

100.2 

100.9 

121 .6 

149.1 

C-LEDONI A 

95.3 

95.9 

95.4 

66.2 

101.7 

.0 

0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

95.3 

95.9 

95 . 4 

66.2 

101 .7 

CHITTENOEN 

102.2 

100.2 

104. 1 

94 . 4 

98.4 

101 . 2 

98.9 

105.0 

100.8 

106.3 

103.9 

102.3 

102.1 

87 . 7 

90.1 

ESSEX 

91 .7 

92.5 

90.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

91  .7 

92.5 

90.3 

.0 

.0 

FRANK  LIN 

97.6 

99  8 

95.4 

70.3 

79.5 

96.9 

98. 8 

97.4 

108.4 

109 . 9 

98.0 

100.4 

94 . 1 

46.1 

52.6 

GRAND  ISLE 

95.8 

99.6 

91 . 2 

.0 

52.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

95.8 

99.6 

91  . 2 

.0 

52.6 

LAMOILLE 

101.0 

102.5 

98.9 

75.5 

167.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

101  .0 

102.5 

98.9 

75.5 

167.2 

orange 

99.0 

99.4 

97.4 

92.6 

80 . 4 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

99.0 

99.4 

97.4 

92.6 

80.4 

ORLEANS 

94.3 

97.9 

90.8 

90.8 

167.2 

97.5 

98.6 

98.8 

121 .6 

167.2 

93.3 

97.7 

88.0 

79.0 

167.2 

RUTLAND 

97.8 

98.4 

99.2 

121.6 

111.9 

100.4 

101 . 6 

102.2 

121  .6 

116.6 

96.2 

96.7 

97.3 

121.6 

105.1 

WASHINGTON 

97.5 

95.4 

100.3 

1 10.9 

122.6 

95.5 

95.9 

99.1 

.0 

52.6 

99.2 

94.9 

101.6 

110.9 

153.4 

WINDHAM 

100.4 

93.0 

103.2 

88.6 

74.4 

100.2 

98.6 

104.1 

77.7 

167.2 

100.5 

97.6 

102.5 

99.6 

52.6 

WINDSOR 

101  .3 

100.2 

102.0 

90.8 

117.4 

102.0 

103.2 

101 .3 

.0 

167.2 

101 .2 

99.7 

102.1 

90.6 

106.9 

( 1 ! INDEXcS  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR 

ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE 

GROUP. 
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TABLE  7 - • ECONOM I C INDEX  OF  OCCUPATIONAL  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  VERMONT.  1970  (1) 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T e 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

county  name 

total 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

female 

total 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

999 

98.3 

101  .5 

103.3 

109.9 

101  .9 

104.4 

103.9 

105.7 

123.5 

99.0 

95.5 

100.1 

101.6 

100.0 

ADDISON 

94.5 

90.9 

98-8 

97 . 8 

99.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

94 . 5 

90.9 

98  8 

97 . 8 

99 . 2 

BENNINGTON 

100.5 

100.2 

97.3 

117.8 

95.4 

101 . 9 

103.1 

100.5 

139.6 

132.1 

99.9 

99.2 

95 . 9 

100.6 

51  4 

CALEDONIA 

96.0 

93.  1 

98.5 

139.6 

158.9 

.0 

• 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

96.8 

93. 1 

98 . 5 

139.6 

158.9 

CHITTENDEN 

103.1 

105.6 

104.9 

119.4 

158.9 

101 .8 

106.1 

104.4 

114  8 

158.9 

105.1 

104.7 

106  0 

124.9 

158.9 

ESSEX 

97.9 

91.5 

100.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

97 . 9 

91  .5 

100.5 

. 0 

0 

franklin 

95.9 

91 . 1 

99.3 

50.2 

158.9 

103.7 

103 . 2 

104.1 

63.6 

158.9 

91  ■ 4 

85  . o 

95 . 9 

26.8 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

90.6 

85. 4 

94.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

90.6 

65.4 

94 . 8 

.0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

96.8 

91 .6 

99-9 

88.6 

21  .0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

96.8 

91  .6 

99  • 9 

88 . 6 

210 

ORANGE 

95.3 

89.9 

97.5 

72.4 

21 .6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

95.3 

89 . 9 

97 . 5 

72 . 4 

21  6 

ORLEANS 

94.0 

87.7 

94.7 

64.0 

69.2 

100.9 

99.  1 

98.2 

85.0 

60.9 

91  .6 

64 . 3 

93 . 2 

49.0 

77.6 

RUTLAND 

99.8 

98.0 

100.6 

87.0 

102.7 

100.9 

102.3 

103.3 

91  . 9 

101 .9 

99. 1 

95.6 

98 . 8 

70.6 

104.0 

WASHINGTON 

102.6 

102.3 

105-3 

110.6 

1 10.7 

103.1 

106.7 

106-6 

.0 

.0 

102.2 

98.9 

104.0 

110.6 

110.7 

WINDHAM 

99.3 

97.1 

100.9 

97.4 

118.2 

98.7 

98.0 

102.7 

94.2 

118.2 

99.6 

96.6 

99 . 7 

99.7 

.0 

WINDSOR 

103.6 

101 .5 

102.8 

116.2 

84.2 

105.0 

107.4 

102.2 

.0 

77.7 

103.4 

100.6 

.102.9 

116.2 

97 . 1 

(1)  INDEXES  WERE  COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUFS  EVEN  THOUGl.  LESS  THAN  200  PERSONS  WERE  IN  THE  GROUP. 


TABLE  8- -ECONOMIC  INDEX  OF  INDUSTRY  EMPLOYMENT  DISTRIBUTIONS  FOR  PERSONS  IN  THE  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE. 
VERMONT . 1970  ( 1 ) 


STATE  name 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - u 

l R 

B 

A N 

• - R 

U 

R 

A L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

her 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

male 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALt 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

97.5 

97.4 

98. 1 

97.4 

97.4 

98.5 

103.1 

97.8 

105.1 

98.2 

96.9 

94  8 

98 . 2 

92  1 

96  8 

ADDISON 

87.9 

86. 1 

96.6 

97.5 

132.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

87.9 

86. 1 

96 . 6 

97.5 

132.4 

BENNINGTON 

100.0 

98.5 

102.7 

102.8 

1 01  .4 

101 .2 

99.6 

106-3 

108.2 

99.5 

99.5 

98. 1 

101-0 

98  5 

103 . 7 

CALEDONIA 

95.9 

94.6 

97.1 

90.7 

78.6 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

95.9 

94 . 6 

97 . 1 

90.7 

78.6 

CHITTENDEN 

£7.4 

101  2 

95.5 

106.6 

100.9 

963 

102.7 

95.0 

106.5 

103.7 

99  3 

99.0 

96.6 

106.7 

97 . 4 

ESSEX 

1 10.5 

100.4 

111.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

110.5 

100.4 

111.5 

.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

97.3 

92.4 

100.3 

55.8 

78.6 

102.7 

104.8 

100.1 

71 .5 

78.6 

94.2 

86. 1 

100.4 

28.4 

.0 

grand  isle 

86.8 

81  . 1 

99.9 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

86.8 

81  .1 

99 . 9 

. 0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

89.7 

69.9 

91  .9 

110.0 

78.6 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

89.7 

89.9 

91  .9 

110.0 

78 . 6 

ORANGE 

9A.3 

90.5 

98.  1 

69.9 

44.5 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

94.2 

90.5 

98 . 1 

69.9 

44 . 5 

ORLEANS 

93.9 

89.3 

94.3 

65.7 

100.2 

99.4 

104.0 

92 . 1 

118.0 

58.9 

92 . 1 

85.0 

95.3 

28.4 

141.4 

RUTLAND 

98.4 

99.6 

95.0 

100.8 

87.5 

96.0 

102.0 

92.6 

106.4 

98.8 

99.9 

98.3 

96.6 

82. 1 

67 . 8 

WASHINGTON 

99.0 

101  .0 

1049 

90.0 

91  .2 

98.6 

103.7 

106-7 

.0 

.0 

99.3 

98.9 

103-1 

90.0 

91  .2 

WINDHAM 

95. a 

97.9 

93.4 

96.8 

110.0 

100.8 

103.4 

97.2 

105.6 

110.0 

91 .7 

94.7 

90.6 

90.7 

.0 

WINDSOR 

104.9 

102.1 

102.2 

104.4 

113.9 

112.3 

108.3 

101 .0 

.0 

100.2 

103.0 

101.1 

102.4 

104.4 

141.4 

( 1 > INDEXES  WERE 

COMPUTED  FOR  ALL  LABOR  FORCE  GROUPS  EVEN 

THOUGH 

LESS  THAN  200 

PERSONS  WERE 

IN  THE  GROUP. 
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TABLE  9- 

■ - EMPLOYMENT . 

HIGHEST  FIVE 

OCCUPATIONS.  I 

RURAL  AND 

URBAN 

LABOR 

FORCES 

. BY  SEX 

AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 

STATE  name 

VERMONT.  1970 

OC  * • T 0 

T 

A L 

- • U 

R 

B 

A N 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

CD 

(2) 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

total 

white 
male  female 

0 T 
MALE 

her 

FEMALE 

total 

W H 

male 

I T e 
female 

0 T 

male 

her 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

1 

26689 

15096 

11368 

145 

00 

10642 

6024 

4519 

57 

42 

16047 

9072 

6849 

88 

38 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

7 

26428 

18427 

7916 

55 

30 

7547 

5126 

2377 

28 

16 

18881 

13301 

5539 

27 

14 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

4 

25639 

6184 

19435 

8 

12 

10736 

2696 

8036 

4 

0 

14903 

3488 

1 1399 

4 

12 

state  total 

-VT 

6 

24227 

22908 

1294 

20 

5 

6882 

6421 

451 

10 

0 

17345 

16487 

843 

10 

5 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

9 

20544 

8261 

1221  1 

56 

16 

7660 

3254 

4369 

26 

1 1 

12884 

5007 

7842 

30 

5 

ADDISON 

1 

144C 

885 

552 

9 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1446 

805 

552 

9 

0 

ADDISON 

7 

1264 

838 

426 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1264 

838 

426 

0 

0 

ADDISON 

4 

1215 

249 

958 

0 

8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12  15 

249 

958 

0 

8 

ADDISON 

6 

1206 

1 104 

97 

0 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1206 

1 104 

97 

0 

5 

ADDISON 

9 

1167 

451 

700 

11 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 1 67 

451 

700 

1 1 

5 

BENNINGTON 

7 

2378 

1317 

1043 

10 

8 

727 

349 

374 

0 

4 

1651 

968 

669 

10 

4 

BENNINGTON 

6 

1600 

1 442 

158 

0 

0 

417 

358 

59 

0 

0 

1 183 

1084 

99 

0 

0 

BENNINGTON 

1 

1521 

887 

615 

15 

4 

466 

258 

193 

1 1 

4 

1055 

629 

422 

4 

0 

BENNINGTON 

4 

1490 

371 

1119 

0 

0 

473 

131 

342 

0 

0 

1017 

240 

777 

0 

0 

BENNINGTON 

3 

1350 

1135 

21  1 

0 

4 

402 

317 

81 

0 

4 

948 

818 

130 

0 

0 

CALEDONIA 

7 

1499 

1087 

412 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1499 

1 087 

412 

0 

0 

CALEDON  I A 

6 

1235 

1195 

40 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1235 

1195 

40 

0 

0 

CALEDONIA 

4 

1056 

254 

002 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1056 

254 

802 

0 

0 

CALEDONIA 

1 

1036 

492 

534 

4 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1036 

492 

534 

4 

6 

CALEDONIA 

9 

944 

318 

626 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

944 

318 

626 

0 

0 

CHITTENDEN 

1 

8795 

551  1 

3165 

74 

45 

5425 

3258 

2104 

38 

25 

3370 

2253 

1061 

36 

20 

CHITTENDEN 

4 

7210 

1735 

5471 

4 

0 

4873 

1 183 

3686 

4 

0 

2337 

552 

1705 

0 

0 

CHITTENDEN 

9 

4892 

2168 

2709 

15 

0 

3375 

1494 

1 871 

10 

0 

1517 

674 

838 

5 

0 

CHITTENDEN 

6 

4685 

4440 

236 

9 

0 

2602 

2441 

156 

5 

0 

2083 

1999 

80 

4 

0 

CHITTENDEN 

7 

3995 

. 2959 

1021 

15 

0 

2528 

1753 

765 

10 

0 

1467 

1206 

256 

5 

0 

ESSEX 

7 

402 

272 

130 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

402 

272 

130 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

6 

286 

268 

18 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

286 

268 

18 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

4 

251 

55 

196 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

251 

55 

196 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

1 

155 

101 

54 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

155 

101 

54 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

3 

155 

125 

30 

0 

0 

0 

0 

- 0 

0 

0 

155 

125 

30 

0 

0 

FRANKLIN 

7 

2185 

1551 

634 

0 

0 

694 

510 

184 

0 

0 

1491 

1041 

450 

0 

0 

franklin 

4 

1474 

510 

964 

0 

0 

697 

252 

445 

0 

0 

777 

258 

519 

0 

0 

franklin 

6 

1446 

1357 

89 

0 

0 

549 

523 

26 

0 

0 

897 

834 

63 

0 

0 

FRANKLIN 

1 

1357 

736 

617 

0 

4 

618 

304 

310 

0 

4 

739 

432 

307 

0 

0 

franklin 

9 

1103 

403 

693 

7 

0 

506 

184 

315 

7 

0 

597 

219 

378 

0 

0 

grand  ISLE 

7 

219 

149 

70 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

219 

149 

70 

0 

0 

grand  isle 

2 

162 

157 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

162 

157 

5 

0 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

4 

160 

52 

108 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

160 

52 

108 

0 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

1 

153 

99 

54 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

153 

99 

54 

0 

0 

GRAND  isle 

6 

150 

150 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

150 

150 

0 

0 

0 

LAMOILLE 

9 

834 

327 

503 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

834 

327 

503 

4 

0 

LAMOILLE 

7 

738 

560 

178 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

738 

560 

170 

*,  0 

0 

LAMOILLE 

J3 

698 

649 

43 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

698 

649 

43 

6 

0 

LAMOILLE 

3 

616 

478 

138 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

616 

478 

1 38 

0 

0 

LAMOILLE 

1 

602 

282 

320 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

602 

282 

320 

0 

0 

orange 

7 

1294 

1000 

294 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1294 

1000 

294 

0 

0 

orange 

6 

1039 

987 

52 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1039 

987 

52 

0 

0 

ORANGE 

4 

780 

150 

622 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

780 

158 

622 

0 

0 

orange 

1 

728 

334 

388 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

728 

334 

388 

6 

0 

ORANGE 

9 

650 

259 

387 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

650 

259 

387 

4 

0 

ORLEANS 

7 

1 248 

926 

317 

5 

0 

298 

21  1 

82 

5 

0 

950 

715 

235 

0 

0 

ORLEANS 

6 

1103 

1043 

60 

0 

0 

330 

306 

24 

0 

0 

773 

737 

36 

0 

0 

ORLEANS 

9 

758 

224 

529 

0 

5 

248 

71 

172 

0 

5 

510 

153 

357 

0 

0 

ORLEANS 

1 

719 

327 

392 

0 

0 

200 

70 

130 

0 

0 

519 

257 

262 

0 

0 

ORLEANS 

2 

670 

636 

27 

7 

0 

10 

10 

0 

0 

0 

660 

626 

27 

7 

0 

RUTLAND 

7 

3816 

2640 

1149 

19 

8 

1 189 

799 

369 

13 

8 

2627 

10  41 

780 

6 

0 

RUTLAND 

4 

2996 

764 

2232 

0 

0 

1402 

384 

1018 

0 

0 

1594 

380 

1214 

0 

0 

RUTLAND 

6 

2964 

2817 

142 

5 

0 

955 

900 

50 

5 

0 

2009 

1917 

92 

0 

0 

RUTLAND 

9 

2568 

899 

1654 

9 

6 

1157 

495 

647 

9 

6 

1411 

404 

1007 

0 

0 

RUTLAND 

1 

2502 

1198 

1291 

3 

10 

1058 

512 

530 

3 

5 

1444 

686 

753 

0 

5 

WASHINGTON 

4 

3334 

693 

2637 

0 

4 

1781 

391 

1390 

0 

0 

1553 

302 

1247 

0 

4 

WASHINGTON 

1 

3088 

1735 

1331 

15 

7 

1675 

937 

738 

0 

0 

1413 

798 

593 

15 

7 

WASHINGTON 

6 

2526 

2468 

58 

0 

0 

91  1 

866 

45 

0 

0 

1615 

1602 

13 

0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

9 

2189 

891 

1298 

0 

0 

980 

397 

583 

0 

0 

1209 

494 

715 

0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

7 

2154 

1502 

646 

0 

6 

834 

598 

236 

0 

0 

1320 

904 

410 

0 

6 

WINDHAM 

7 

2134 

1502 

632 

0 

0 

901 

617 

284 

0 

0 

1233 

885 

348 

0 

0 

WINDHAM 

6 

2078 

1922 

156 

0 

0 

752 

672 

80 

0 

0 

1326 

1250 

76 

0 

0 

WINDHAM 

4 

2026 

497 

1525 

4 

0 

953 

239 

714 

0 

0 

1073 

258 

81  1 

4 

0 

WINDHAM 

9 

1895 

805 

1084 

6 

0 

700 

301 

399 

0 

0 

1195 

504 

685 

6 

0 

WINDHAM 

1 

1690 

793 

882 

1 1 

4 

663 

312 

342 

5 

4 

1027 

481 

540 

6 

0 

WINDSOR 

6 

321  1 

3066 

145 

0 

0 

366 

355 

1 1 

0 

0 

2845 

271  1 

134 

0 

0 

WINDSOR 

7 

3102 

2124 

964 

6 

8 

376 

289 

83 

0 

4 

2726 

1835 

881 

6 

4 

WINDSOR 

1 

2897 

1716 

1 173 

8 

0 

537 

373 

164 

0 

0 

2360 

1343 

1009 

8 

0 

WINDSOR 

4 

2487 

551 

1936 

0 

0 

368 

73 

295 

0 

0 

21  19 

478 

1641 

0 

0 

WINDSOR 

9 

200B 

819 

1189 

0 

0 

298 

129 

169 

0 

0 

1710 

690 

1020 

0 

0 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO  OC/CO  COLUMN  1.  - THE  COOES  IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENT  OCCUPATIONS  AS  KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE  OCCUPATION 


1 professional,  technical,  and  kindred  workers 

2 FARMERS  AND  FARM  MANAGERS 

3 MANAGIRS.  OFFICIALS  AND  PROPRIETORS.  EXCEPT  FARM 

4 CLERICAL  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

5 SALES  WORKERS 

6 CRAFTSMEN.  FOREMEN.  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

7 OPERA  1 I VES  AND  KINDRED  WORKERS 

8 PRIVA1E  HOUSEHOLD  WORKCRS 

9 SERVICE  WORKERS.  EXCEPT  PRIVATE  HOUSEHOLD 

10  FARM  LABORERS  AND  FOREMEN 

11  LABORLRS.  EXCEPT  FARM 
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TABLE  10- -EMPLOYMENT  HIGHEST  FIVE  INDUSTRIES.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
VERMONT.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

IN 

CD 

(2) 

- . T 

TOTAL 

0 

W H 
MALE 

t 

I T E 
FEMALE 

A L - - 

other 
male  female 

- - U 

TOTAL 

R 

W H 
MALE 

B A 

I T E 

female 

N - - 
OTHER 
MALE  FEMALE 

- - R 

TOTAL 

U 

W H 
MALE 

R A 

I T E 
FEMALE 

L 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

. 9 

4989 1 

19107 

30507 

129 

88 

17096 

6462 

11366 

32 

36 

31935 

12645 

19141 

97 

52 

StATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

4 

40093 

28951 

10971 

1 1 1 

60 

13180 

9472 

3616 

62 

30 

26913 

19479 

7355 

49 

30 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

7 

25595 

14564 

10972 

28 

31 

10322 

5665 

4622 

20 

15 

15273 

8899 

6350 

8 

16 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

3 

12895 

12413 

472 

10 

0 

2997 

2838 

159 

0 

0 

9898 

9575 

313 

10 

0 

STATE  TOTAL 

-VT 

1 

10158 

9046 

1085 

22 

5 

518 

381 

137 

0 

0 

9640 

8665 

948 

22 

5 

ADDISON 

9 

2875 

1135 

1725 

15 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2875 

1135 

1 725 

15 

0 

ADDISON 

4 

1859 

1295 

554 

5 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1859 

1295 

554 

5 

5 

ADDISON 

1 

1304 

1201 

103 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1304 

1201 

103 

0 

0 

ADDISON 

7 

1288 

773 

510 

0 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1288 

773 

510 

0 

5 

ADDISON 

3 

620 

615 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

620 

615 

5 

0 

0 

BENNINGTON 

4 

3681 

2294 

1375 

4 

8 

1182 

678 

500 

0 

4 

2499 

1616 

875 

4 

4 

BENNINGTON 

9 

3343 

1481 

1833 

15 

14 

906 

368 

525 

5 

8 

2437 

1 1 13 

1308 

10 

6 

BENNINGTON 

7 

2004 

1148 

856 

0 

0 

639 

307 

252 

0 

0 

1365 

761 

604 

0 

0 

BENNINGTON 

3 

880 

861 

19 

0 

0 

141 

141 

0 

0 

0 

739 

720 

19 

0 

0 

BENNINGTON 

8 

388 

146 

242 

0 

0 

144 

50 

94 

0 

0 

244 

96 

148 

0 

0 

CALEDONIA 

9 

2175 

803 

1362 

4 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2175 

803 

1362 

4 

6 

CALEDONIA 

4 

1912 

1430 

482 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1912 

1430 

482 

0 

0 

CALEDONIA 

7 

1332 

770 

562 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

V 

0 

1332 

770 

562 

0 

0 

CALEDONIA 

1 

742 

653 

89 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

742 

653 

89 

0 

0 

CALEDONIA 

3 

610 

591 

19 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

610 

591 

19 

0 

0 

CHITTENDEN 

9 

12892 

4966 

7868 

29 

29 

8537 

3125 

5384 

13 

15 

4355 

1041 

2484 

16 

14 

CHITTENDEN 

4 

0886 

6888 

1919 

63 

16 

5216 

3917 

1255 

34 

10 

3670 

2971 

664 

29 

6 

CHITTENDEN 

7 

6112 

3370 

2732 

10 

0 

4317 

2359 

1948 

10 

0 

1795 

101  1 

784 

0 

0 

CHITTENDEN 

3 

2544 

2442 

92 

10 

0 

1281 

1233 

48 

0 

0 

1263 

1209 

44 

10 

0 

CHITTENDEN 

5 

2241 

1575 

656 

10 

0 

1581 

1065 

506 

10 

0 

660 

510 

150 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

4 

693 

504 

189 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

693 

504 

189 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

9 

294 

138 

156 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

294 

138 

156 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

7 

222 

114 

108 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

222 

1 14 

108 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

5 

152 

140 

12 

0 

0 

0 

0 

- 0 

0 

0 

152 

140 

12 

0 

0 

ESSEX 

1 

149 

127 

22 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

149 

127 

22 

0 

0 

FRANKLIN 

4 

2797 

1966 

631 

0 

0 

948 

665 

283 

0 

0 

1049 

1301 

548 

0 

0 

franklin 

9 

2508 

915 

1589 

0 

4 

1058 

384 

670 

0 

4 

1450 

531 

919 

0 

0 

franklin 

7 

1601 

925 

669 

7 

0 

790 

427 

356 

7 

0 

81  1 

498 

313 

0 

0 

FRANKLIN 

1 

1362 

1251 

107 

4 

0 

24 

24 

0 

0 

0 

1338 

1227 

107 

4 

0 

FRANKLIN 

5 

758 

641 

117 

0 

0 

419 

338 

81 

0 

0 

339 

303 

36 

0 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

9 

321 

119 

202 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

321 

1 19 

202 

0 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

1 

258 

253 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

258 

253 

5 

0 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

4 

193 

127 

66 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

193 

127 

66 

0 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

7 

120 

77 

43 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

120 

77 

43 

0 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

3 

97 

97 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

97 

97 

0 

0 

0 

LAMOILLE 

9 

1705 

702 

993 

4 

6 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1705 

702 

993 

4 

6 

LAMOILLE 

7 

821 

522 

299 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

821 

522 

299 

0 

0 

LAMOILLE 

n 

662 

446 

216 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

662 

446 

216 

0 

0 

LAMOILLE 

3 

656 

618 

38 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

656 

618 

38 

0 

0 

LAMOILLE 

1 

481 

447 

34 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

481 

447 

34 

0 

0 

ORANGE 

9 

1784 

626 

1140 

14 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1784 

626 

1140 

14 

4 

ORANGE 

4 

1257 

865 

392 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1257 

865 

392 

0 

0 

ORANGE 

7 

8S6 

547 

309 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

@56 

547 

309 

0 

0 

ORANGE 

1 

841 

758 

71 

7 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

841 

758 

71 

7 

5 

ORANGE 

3 

643 

608 

35 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

643 

608 

35 

0 

0 

ORLEANS 

4 

1772 

1315 

447 

5 

5 

410 

273 

132 

5 

0 

1362 

1042 

315 

0 

5 

ORLEANS 

9 

1656 

587 

1069 

0 

0 

467 

159 

308 

0 

0 

1 189 

428 

761 

0 

0 

ORLEANS 

1 

1102 

1018 

77 

7 

0 

19 

19 

0 

0 

0 

1083 

999 

77 

7 

0 

ORLEANS 

7 

875 

475 

395 

0 

5 

398 

202 

191 

0 

5 

477 

273 

204 

0 

0 

ORLEANS 

3 

400 

382 

18 

0 

0 

43 

41 

2 

0 

0 

357 

341 

16 

0 

0 

RUTLAND 

9 

5640 

1861 

3760 

9 

10 

2222 

724 

1484 

9 

5 

3418 

1 1 37 

2276 

0 

5 

RUTLAND 

4 

4987 

3609 

1347 

23 

8 

1638 

1172 

441 

17 

8 

3349 

2437 

906 

6 

0 

RUTLAND 

7 

351  1 

1878 

1618 

3 

12 

1794 

963 

822 

3 

6 

1717 

915 

796 

0 

6 

RUTLAND 

3 

1420 

1373 

47 

0 

0 

390 

365 

25 

0 

0 

1030 

1008 

22 

0 

0 

RUTLAND 

5 

1027 

851 

176 

0 

0 

457 

370 

87 

0 

0 

570 

481 

89 

0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

9 

5477 

2080 

3376 

10 

11 

2564 

949 

1615 

0 

0 

2913 

1 131 

1761 

10 

1 1 

WASHINGTON 

4 

2894 

2170 

713 

5 

6 

1224 

923 

301 

0 

0 

1670 

1247 

412 

5 

6 

WASHINGTON 

7 

2498 

1467 

1018 

8 

5 

1333 

739 

594 

0 

0 

1 165 

728 

424 

8 

5 

Washington 

3 

1612 

1521 

91 

0 

0 

563 

507 

56 

0 

0 

1049 

1014 

35 

0 

0 

WASHINGTON 

10 

1551 

864 

687 

0 

0 

823 

463 

360 

0 

0 

728 

401 

327 

0 

0 

WINDHAM 

9 

4324 

1826 

2473 

21 

4 

1500 

552 

939 

5 

4 

2824 

1274 

1534 

16 

0 

WINDHAM 

4 

2969 

2026 

933 

6 

4 

1454 

966 

478 

6 

4 

1515 

1060 

455 

0 

0 

WINDHAM 

7 

2076 

1153 

923 

0 

0 

798 

443 

355 

0 

0 

1278 

710 

568 

0 

0 

WINDHAM 

3 

1237 

1 196 

41 

0 

0 

308 

286 

22 

0 

0 

929 

910 

19 

0 

0 

WINDHAM 

5 

713 

576 

137 

0 

0 

313 

238 

75 

0 

0 

400 

338 

62 

0 

0 

WINDSOR 

4 

5531 

4016 

1507 

0 

8 

1 108 

878 

226 

0 

4 

44  23 

3138 

1281 

0 

4 

WINDSOR 

9 

4837 

1868 

2961 

8 

0 

642 

201 

441 

0 

0 

4195 

1667 

2520 

8 

0 

WINDSOR 

7 

2279 

1345 

930 

0 

4 

253 

145 

104 

0 

4 

2026 

1200 

826 

0 

0 

WINDSOR 

3 

144; 

1400 

41 

0 

0 

79 

79 

0 

0 

0 

1362 

1321 

41 

0 

0 

WINDSOR 

5 

874 

675 

193 

6 

0 

72 

62 

10 

0 

0 

802 

613 

183 

6 

0 

(2)  FOOTNOTE  TO 

IN/CO  COLUMN  1 . 

- the 

: CODES 

IN  THIS 

COLUMN 

REPRESENT  INDUSTRIES 

AS  KEYED 

BELOW: 

CODE 


1 AGRICULTURE.  FORESTRY.  AND  FISHERIES 

2 MINING 

3 CONSTRUCTION 

4 MANUFACTURING 

5 TRANSPORTATION.  COMMUNICATION.  AND  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 

6 wholesale  trade 

7 RETAIL  TRADE 

8 FINANCE.  INSURANCE.  AND  REAL  ESTATE 

9 SERVICES 
10  GOVERNMENT 


6 


TABLE  1 1 - -UNEMPLOYMENT  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES. 
VERMONT.  1970 


state  name 

‘ ' T 

0 

T A 

L 

. - 

- • U 

R 

B A 

N 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 

MALE 

HER 

FEMALE 

total 

W H 

male 

I T e 
FEMALE 

0 T 

male 

HER 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 
FEMALE 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

state  total  -vt 

4. 1 

3.8 

4.6 

9.3 

13.9 

4.0 

3.8 

4.3 

10. 1 

5.8 

4.2 

3.8 

4 . 8 

8.8 

19.0 

ADDISON 

3.8 

2.6 

5.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

.0 

.0 

3.8 

2.6 

5.8 

. 0 

.0 

BENNINGTON 

4.3 

3.5 

5.0 

37.5 

21 .4 

5.4 

4 . 1 

6.7 

31 .3 

.0 

3 . 8 

3.3 

4 . 2 

41.7 

37.5 

CALEDONIA 

4.6 

4.8 

4.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4.6 

4.8 

4 . 4 

. 0 

.0 

CHITTENDEN 

3.9 

3.8 

3.9 

3.9 

10.0 

3.7 

3.5 

3.8 

6.9 

16.7 

4 2 

4.2 

4 . 2 

.0 

.0 

ESSEX 

6.1 

6.4 

5.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

6.  1 

6.4 

5.4 

.0 

.0 

franklin 

5.4 

4.5 

6.9 

31 .3 

.0 

4.5 

4.7 

4.0 

41 . 7 

.0 

5.9 

4 . 4 

8 . 9 

.0 

.0 

grand  isle 

7.9 

7.2 

9.5 

.0 

.0 

• 0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

7.9 

7.2 

9.5 

.0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

4.8 

3.9 

6.2 

.0 

50.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

4.8 

3.9 

6.2 

.0 

50.0 

ORANGE 

3.6 

4.0 

2.8 

12.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

3.6 

4.0 

2.8 

12.5 

.0 

ORLEANS 

4.8 

4.2 

6.0 

.0 

.0 

6.9 

6.2 

7.9 

.0 

.0 

4.0 

3.6 

5.0 

.0 

.0 

RUTLAND 

3.3 

3-0 

3.9 

.0 

.0 

4. 1 

3.8 

4.5 

.0 

.0 

2.9 

2.5 

3.4 

.0 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

3.6 

3.5 

3.6 

.0 

.0 

2.6 

3.1 

1 .9 

.0 

.0 

4 . 4 

3.8 

5.4 

.0 

.0 

WINDHAM 

3.9 

3.3 

4.9 

.0 

.0 

4.9 

4.0 

6.3 

.0 

.0 

3.3 

2.9 

. 39 

.0 

.0 

WINDSOR 

4.8 

4.3 

5.3 

30.0 

53.8 

5.4 

4.0 

7.8 

.0 

.0 

4.7 

4.4 

4.9 

30.0 

77.8 

TABLE  12- 

-LABOR  FORCE  AS 

A PERCENTAGE  OF 

TOTAL 

POPULATION.  RURAL  ANO 

urban. 

BY  SEX 

AND  RACE. 

COUNTIES. 

VERMONT . 

1970 

STATE  NAME 

• - T 

0 

T A 

L - 

- 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

. . 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

OR 

W H 

I T E 

0 T H 

E R 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE  FEMALE 

total 

MALE 

FEMALE 

male 

female 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

female 

STATE  TOTAL 

• VT 

39.3 

50.0 

29.2 

47.7 

32.9 

41 . 1 

51  .1 

32.3 

54.6 

32.8 

38.5 

49.5 

27.6 

43.9 

32  9 

ADDISON 

38.9 

48.5 

29.4 

37.0 

27.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

38.9 

48 . 5 

29 . 4 

37.0 

27.3 

BENNINGTON 

41 .0 

51  .2 

31 .8 

43.0 

36.8 

43.1 

51  .6 

36.2 

34.0 

21 . 1 

40.3 

51  . 1 

30. 1 

52  2 

84 . 2 

CALEDONIA 

37.8 

49. S 

26.7 

28.6 

42 . 9 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

37.8 

49.5 

26.7 

28.6'> 

42.9 

CHITTENDEN 

40.2 

50.1 

30.7 

50.2 

29.6 

41 .5 

50.9 

331 

55.0 

35.7 

38.2 

48.9 

26.8 

45. 1 

23.5 

ESSEX 

34.6 

46.0 

22.9 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

34.6 

46.0 

22.9 

.0 

.0 

franklin 

36.9 

49.0 

25.2 

39.0 

18.2 

38.9 

50.7 

28.4 

85.7 

30.8 

35.9 

48.2 

23.4 

14.8 

.0 

GRAND  ISLE 

36.4 

50.7 

22.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

36.4 

50.7 

22.6 

.0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

40.2 

52.3 

28.4 

31 .3 

57.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

40.2 

52 . 3 

28.4 

31 .3 

57. 1 

ORANGE 

38.7 

50.0 

27.1 

45.3 

24.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

38.7 

50.0 

27.  1 

45.3 

24.3 

ORLEANS 

35.7 

46.7 

23.0 

66.7 

55.6 

39.9 

51 .4 

29.9 

100.0 

38.5 

34 . 4 

47.9 

20 . 7 

53.8 

100.0 

RUTLAND 

39.  1 

50.1 

29.2 

65.2 

36.6 

41 .2 

52.4 

31.8 

66.0 

’ 40.4 

37.8 

48.9 

27.7 

62.5 

31  .4 

WASHINGTON 

38.8 

46.4 

29.6 

45.1 

34.9 

39.1 

49.1 

30.7 

.0 

.0 

38.5 

47.9 

28.5 

45.1 

53.7 

WINDHAM 

41 . 1 

51  .0 

31.6 

52.9 

14.3 

42.1 

52.0 

33.6 

42.3 

44.4 

40.4 

50.5 

30.3 

64.0 

.0 

WINDSOR 

41 . 1 

52.0 

30.5 

48.8 

51  .0 

43.5 

55.3 

32.1 

.0 

100.0 

40.8 

51 .5 

30.2 

48 . 8 

41 .9 

7 


TABLE  13" - LABOR  FORCE  PARTICIPATION  RATE  (PERCENT).  RURAL  AND  URBAN  LABOR  FORCES.  BY  SELECTED  AGE-GROUPS.  SEX  AND  RACE. 
COUNTIES.  VERMONT.  1970 


STATE  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

- - 

- - U 

R 

B 

A N 

. . 

- - R 

u 

R A 

L 

- - 

OR 

AGE 

W H I 

T E 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I t e 

0 T 

HER 

W H 

I T E 

0 T 

HER 

COUNTY  NAME 

CO 

TOTAL 

MALE  FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

total 

MALE 

female 

MALE 

FEMALE 

TOTAL 

MALE 

FEMALE 

MALE 

FEMALE 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

1 

40.1 

44.4 

36.  1 

31 .8 

12.2 

43.4 

47.6 

40.1 

28.6 

100.0 

38.4 

42.9 

33.7 

32.7 

.0 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

2 

63.4 

73.6 

54.0 

53.9 

72.7 

66.4 

74.8 

59.5 

59.3 

63.3 

61  . 6 

73  0 

50.5 

51 .6 

78.7 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

3 

68.9 

95.0 

43.4 

88.0 

53.1 

70.4 

94.0 

47.6 

100.0 

63.0 

68 . 3 

95.3 

41  .5 

79.5 

47.3 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

4 

74.5 

95.9 

53.0 

100.0 

51 .4 

73.9 

95.9 

53.7 

100.0 

48.6 

74 . 7 

95 . 8 

52 . 7 

100.0 

52 . 9 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

5 

68.4 

87.4 

50.8 

100.0 

29.8 

69.4 

87.8 

53.8 

100.0 

35.5 

68.0 

87.3 

49 . 2 

100.0 

26.4 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

6 

18.0 

27.0 

11.7 

30.5 

13.0 

17.9 

27 . 9 

12.3 

42.9 

.0 

18.0 

26.6 

11.3 

23.7 

18.8 

ADDISON 

1 

40.4 

37.5 

44.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

40.4 

37.5 

44 . 5 

. 0 

.0 

ADDISON 

2 

58.9 

66.3 

52.4 

54.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

58.9 

66 . 3 

52.4 

54.5 

.0 

ADDISON 

3 

69. 1 

97.5 

39.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

69. 1 

97.5 

39.0 

. 0 

.0 

ADDISON 

4 

75.5 

95.2 

56.1 

.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

75.5 

95. 2 

56. 1 

.0 

1000 

ADDISON 

5 

69.9 

87.4 

52.4 

100.0 

55.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

69.9 

87  . A 

52.4 

100.0 

55.6 

ADDISON 

6 

20.0 

32.8 

10.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

20.0 

32.8 

10.5 

.0 

.0 

BENNINGTON 

1 

37 . 8 

49.1 

297 

100.0 

.0 

46.6 

58. 1 

37.1 

.0 

.0 

35. 1 

45 . 9 

27.5 

100.0 

.0 

BENNINGTON 

2 

68.3 

89.8 

52.7 

.0 

100.0 

81 .6 

95.9 

72.6 

.0 

. 0 

61  .9 

87.2 

42 . 2 

. 0 

100.0 

BENNINGTON 

3 

73.1 

95.5 

50.6 

100.0 

50.0 

76.1 

95.9 

57.2 

100.0 

61 .5 

72.  1 

95 . 4 

48 . 5 

100.0 

.0 

BENNINGTON 

4 

78.7 

94.5 

64.5 

100.0 

28.6 

77.2 

94.3 

64.3 

100.0 

. 0 

79 . 2 

94.6 

64.6 

100.0 

100.0 

BENNINGTON 

5 

71  .3 

88. 1 

55.8 

.0 

100.0 

77.7 

93.4 

63.9 

.0 

100.0 

69.0 

86.3 

52.8 

.0 

.0 

BENNINGTON 

. 6 

17.3 

26.5 

10.6 

100.0 

60.0 

14.6 

19.4 

11.9 

.0 

.0 

18.6 

29.3 

9.9 

100.0 

100.0 

CALEDONIA 

’ c 

35.3 

42.2 

28.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

35 . 3 

42.2 

28.2 

.0 

.0 

CALEDONIA 

2 

63.3 

80.0 

48.3 

.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

63.3 

80.0 

48 . 3 

.0 

100.0 

CALEDONIA 

3 

66.8 

95.6 

39.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

66.8 

95.6 

39.2 

.0 

.0 

CALEDONIA 

4 

73.4 

96.5 

51  .3 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

73.4 

96.5 

51  .3 

100.0 

.0 

CALEDONIA 

5 

65.5 

83.1 

48.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

65.5 

83 . 1 

48.3 

.0 

.0 

CALEDONIA 

6 

15.0 

22.0 

10.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

15.0 

22.0 

10.1 

.0 

.0 

CHITTENDEN 

1 

41  .3 

42.9 

39.7 

26.5 

100.0 

41  .6 

43.8 

39.7 

28.6 

100.0 

40.5 

41  .3 

39.6 

25.0 

.0 

CHITTENDEN 

2 

62.4 

65.7 

59.4 

36.0 

66.7 

63.3 

65. 1 

61 . 9 

31 . 3 

66.7 

60.5 

66.8 

53.5 

44 . 4 

.0 

CHITTENDEN 

3 

69.6 

95.7 

44.0 

85.4 

50.7 

70.1 

94.0 

47. 1 

100.0 

50.0 

69 . 0 

97.5 

40 . 4 

75.0 

51 .3 

CHITTENDEN 

4 

73.8 

98.2 

49.3 

100.0 

.0 

73.8 

99.2 

- 50.2 

100.0 

.0 

73  8 

96.9 

48.0 

100.0 

.0 

CHITTENDEN 

5 

70.3 

90.0 

52.6 

100.0 

.0 

70.2 

89.7 

53.7 

100.0 

.0 

70.5 

90.7 

50.3 

100.0 

.0 

CHITTENDEN 

6 

21  .6 

35.2 

13.1 

.0 

.0 

2l  .8 

36.8 

13.3 

.0 

.0 

21.2 

31  .9 

12.5 

.0 

.0 

ESSEX 

1 

18.9 

18.0 

20.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

18.9 

18.0 

20.0 

.0 

.0 

ESSEX 

2 

64.0 

92.1 

41 .5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

64 . 0 

92 . 1 

41 .5 

.0 

.0 

ESSEX 

3 

62.2 

92.1 

34.3 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

62.2 

92 . 1 

34.3 

. 0 

.0 

ESSEX 

4 

75.3 

98.5 

49.8 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

75.3 

98 . 5 

49.8 

.0 

.0 

ESSEX 

5 

60.5 

82.3 

38.6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

60 . 5 

82 . 3 

38 . 6 

. 0 

.0 

ESSEX 

6 

12.9 

16.8 

9.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

12.9 

16.8 

9 . 1 

.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

1 

41 . 1 

43.9 

38.1 

100.0 

.0 

40.6 

46.4 

36.3 

.0 

.0 

41.3 

42.9 

39.2 

100.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

2 

71 .3 

90.2 

53.3 

45.5 

.0 

71  .4 

92.8 

51 .3 

100-0 

.0 

71.3 

88 . 9 

54 . 4 

.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

3 

67.3 

94. 1 

40.6 

.0 

.0 

72.5 

95.2 

50.7 

.0 

.0 

65.2 

93.7 

36.2 

.0 

. 0 

franklin 

4 

72.1 

95.7 

49.2 

.0 

.0 

75.2 

96.9 

56.6 

.0 

.0 

70 . 2 

95.0 

44.5*! 

.0 

.0 

franklin 

5 

63.6 

87.1 

40.6 

100.0 

33.3 

63.1 

86.3 

42.7 

100.0 

50.0 

63 . 8 

87.6 

39.3 

.0 

.0 

FRANKLIN 

6 

18.3 

28.1 

11.1 

.0 

.0 

17.7 

25.3 

12.9 

.0 

.0 

18.7 

30.1 

9.6 

.0 

.0 

GRAND  isle 

1 

44.3 

59.3 

27.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

,0 

.0 

.0 

44.3 

59.3 

27.0 

.0 

.0 

GRAND  ISLE 

2 

64.2 

85.5 

48.5 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

64.2 

85.5 

48.5 

.0 

.0 

GRAND  ISLE 

3 

70.3 

97.4 

41  .6 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

70.3 

97.4 

41  . 6 

.0 

.0 

GRAND  ISLE 

4 

63.8 

100.0 

30.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

63-8 

100.0 

30.4 

.0 

.0 

GRAND  ISLE 

5 

63.8 

84.0 

44.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

. 0 

63 . 8 

84 . 0 

44 . 4 

.0 

0 

GRAND  ISLE 

6 

13.1 

20. 1 

7.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

13.1 

20. 1 

7 . 1 

. 0 

.0 

LAM01 LLE 

1 

45.4 

54.3 

37.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

45.4 

54.3 

37 . 4 

.0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

2 

63.0 

85.0 

45.6 

.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

63 . 0 

85.0 

45.6 

.0 

100.0 

LAMOILLE 

3 

70.3 

96.2 

45.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

70.3 

96.2 

45.0 

100.0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

4 

74.9 

94.9 

51 .7 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

74 . 9 

94 . 9 

51  . 7 

.0 

.0 

LAMOILLE 

5 

67.6 

89.7 

47.0 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

67.6 

89.7 

47.0 

100.0 

.0 

LAM01 LLE 

6 

22.3 

34.1 

12.9 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

22.3 

34. 1 

12.9 

.0 

.0 

ORANGE 

1 

41 . 1 

46.9 

34.1 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

41  . 1 

46.9 

34. 1 

. 0 

.0 

orange 

2 

70.2 

85.2 

54.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

70.2 

85.2 

54 . 2 

.0 

.0 

ORANGE 

3 

66.4 

96.6 

37.7 

100.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

66.4 

96.6 

37.7 

100.0 

. 0 

ORANGE 

4 

75.4 

97.1 

52.3 

100.0 

50.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

75.4 

97. 1 

52 . 3 

100.0 

50.0 

ORANGE 

s 

69.2 

89.4 

49.6 

100.0 

18.2 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

69.2 

89 . 4 

49.6 

100.0 

18.2 

ORANGE 

6 

19.4 

27.5 

13.4 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

.0 

19.4 

27.5 

13.4 

.0 

.0 

ORLEANS 

1 

31 . 7 

42.0 

20.2 

.0 

.0 

44.3 

52.2 

37.5 

.0 

.0 

28-0 

39.4 

14.2 

.0 

.0 

ORLEANS 

2 

64.4 

91 .8 

41 .4 

.0 

100.0 

65.0 

84 . 9 

45.6 

.0 

100.0 

64.3 

94.3 

40. 1 

.0 

.0 

ORLEANS 

3 

67.1 

97.5 

37.7 

100.0 

100.0 

68.4 

91 . 1 

45.1 

100.0 

.0 

66.7 

99 . 4 

35.7 

.0 

100.0 

ORLEANS 

4 

72.9 

97.2 

48. 1 

.0 

.0 

75.7 

100.0 

56.0 

.0 

.0 

72.0 

96.5 

45.2 

.0 

.0 

ORLEANS 

5 

64. 1 

86.7 

42.8 

100.0 

.0 

66.3 

88.6 

48 . 6 

.0 

.0 

63.3 

86.2 

40.6 

100.0 

.0 

ORLEANS 

6 

12.7 

19.4 

7.8 

.0 

.0 

15.1 

17.5 

13.6 

.0 

. 0 

11.9 

19.9 

5.4 

.0 

.0 

RUTLAND 

1 

37.8 

44 . 1 

332 

.0 

.0 

57.1 

62.5 

52 . 8 

.0 

.0 

29.4 

35.6 

25.1 

. 0 

.0 

RUTLAND 

2 

64.0 

83.7 

49.8 

.0 

.0 

67.2 

92 . 1 

49.3 

.0 

.0 

62.2 

79. 1 

50.1 

.0 

.0 

RUTLAND 

3 

67.0 

. 92.0 

43.1 

100.0 

37.5 

69.7 

95.4 

46.0 

100.0 

100.0 

65.5 

90.2 

41  .5 

. 0 

.0 

RUTLAND 

4 

74.5 

94.4 

54.7 

100.0 

100.0 

74.5 

94.4 

55.7 

100.0 

100.0 

74.6 

94.4 

54 . 1 

100.0 

100.0 

Rutland 

5 

68.8 

86. 1 

53. 1 

100.0 

37.5 

70.3 

86.9 

56.5 

100.0 

37.5 

67 . 9 

85.6 

50.8 

100.0 

.0 

RUTLAND 

6 

16.8 

26.2 

10.8 

100.0 

.0 

17.4 

27.6 

11.8 

100.0 

.0 

16.3 

25.3 

10.0 

.0 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

1 

36.9 

38.8 

35.  1 

.0 

.0 

37.9 

43.7 

34.6 

.0 

.0 

36. 1 

36.6 

35.6 

.0 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

2 

57.3 

58.2 

56.3 

72.7 

50.0 

66.6 

79.5 

57.6 

.0 

. 0 

51  . 3 

48.8 

54.9 

72.7 

100.0 

WASHINGTON 

3 

68.6 

95.6 

42.6 

100.0 

100.0 

67.3 

91  .5 

44 . 3 

.0 

.0 

69.6 

98 . 7 

41  . 2 

100.0 

100.0 

WASHINGTON 

4 

73.6 

93.4 

53.7 

.0 

.0 

70.4 

87.2 

54.6 

.0 

. 0 

76.0 

97 . 7 

52.9 

.0 

.0 

WASHINGTON 

5 

68.4 

86.3 

52.6 

.0 

38.5 

65.9 

83.3 

51 .9 

.0 

.0 

71  . 1 

89. 1 

53.5 

. 0 

62.5 

WASHINGTON 

6 

16.5 

24.6 

11.2 

100.0 

.0 

15.4 

24.6 

10.4 

. 0 

.0 

17.9 

24.5 

12.5 

100.0 

.0 

WINDHAM 

1 

45 . 8 

53.9 

39.0 

44.4 

■.0 

50.7 

57.0 

44 . 7 

.0 

. 0 

43.2 

52 . 2 

36. 1 

44 . 4 

.0 

WINDHAM 

2 

63.2 

69.3 

56.0 

100.0 

.0 

71  .2 

82.3 

61 .5 

100.0 

.0 

59.4 

64.4 

52.7 

100.0 

.0 

WINDHAM 

3 

69.1 

93. 1 

46.3 

100.0 

44.4 

70.4 

93.8 

48 . 8 

100.0 

100.0 

68.3 

92.8 

45.0 

.0 

.0 

WINDHAM 

4 

77.6 

95.4 

58.7 

100.0 

.0 

77.3 

93.4 

61  . 1 

.0 

.0 

77.8 

96.6 

57 . 2 

100.0 

.0 

WINDHAM 

5 

69.2 

85.4 

54.3 

.0 

.0 

71 .6 

86.0 

59.0 

.0 

.0 

67.5 

84 . 9 

50.6 

.0 

.0 

WINDHAM 

6 

19.8 

27.3 

14.9 

.0 

.0 

16.3 

24.2 

12.5 

.0 

. 0 

22.8 

29.2 

17.5 

.0 

.0 

WINDSOR 

1 

46.8 

52.3 

41 .2 

.0 

.0 

38.5 

41  .3 

36.5 

.0 

.0 

47 . 9 

53.5 

42.0 

.0 

.0 

WINDSOR 

2 

65.9 

82.1 

52.9 

100.0 

100.0 

77.5 

95.8 

61 .3 

.0 

100.0 

63.9 

79.6 

51  .5 

100.0 

100.0 

WINDSOR 

3 

70.9 

93.6 

47.7 

28.6 

53.8 

70.9 

98.4 

54.5 

.0 

.0 

69 . 9 

92 . 9 

47.0 

28.6 

53.8 

WINDSOR 

4 

74.4 

94.5 

53.8 

100.0 

47.1 

70.  1 

100.0 

42.0 

.0 

100.0 

74.9 

93.9 

55.3 

100.0 

30.8 

WINDSOR 

s 

69.7 

89.3 

51.1 

.0 

.0 

71 .4 

91 . 1 

52.8 

.0 

.0 

69.4 

88.9 

50.8 

.0 

.0 

WINDSOR 

6 

17.4 

23.9 

12.6 

.0 

.0 

16.4 

21.0 

13.8 

.0 

.0 

17.6 

24.3 

12.3 

.0 

.0 

FOOTNOTE  TO  AGE/CD  COLUMN 

1 - THE  CODES 

IN  THIS  COLUMN  REPRESENTS  AGE-GROUPS  AS 

KEYED  BELOW: 

CODE 

AGE-GROUP 

1 

16-19 

4 

35-44  * 

2 

20-24 

5 

45-64 

3 

25-34 

6 

65  AND 

OVER 

8 


TAOlf  1 4 - • PER  CAPITA  INCOME  (DOLLARS).  IN  1969.  RURAL  AND  URBAN  POPULATION.  BY  SEX  AND  RACE.  COUNTIES 
VERMONT.  1970 


state  NAME 

- - T 

0 

T 

A L 

. . u 

R 

B 

A N 

- - 

- - R 

U 

R A 

L 

• • 

OR 

COUNTY  NAME 

TOTAL 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 

female 

0 T 

male 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 
MALE 

I T E 

female 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

total 

W H 

male 

I T E 

female 

0 T 
MALE 

HER 

female 

STATE  TOTAL  -VT 

2776 

4222 

1392 

4133 

1870 

2939 

4491 

1581 

4181 

2053 

2698 

4103 

1 298 

4 107 

1754 

ADDISON 

2612 

3866 

1358 

2368 

1538 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2612 

3866 

1 359 

2368 

1538 

BENNINGTON 

2873 

4338 

1534 

4415 

1820 

2735 

3993 

1636 

5609 

1939 

2924 

4459 

1495 

3195 

1463 

CALEDONIA 

2461 

3801 

1183 

4321 

907 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2461 

3801 

1 183 

4321 

907 

CHITTENDEN 

3073 

4736 

1471 

4379 

2394 

3050 

4686 

1580 

4192 

2714 

3108 

4807 

1 284 

4580 

2078 

ESSEX 

2278 

3550 

959 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2278 

3550 

959 

0 

0 

franklin 

2657 

4235 

1 1 26 

2921 

4136 

2939 

4674 

1409 

3018 

3292 

251  1 

4023 

967 

2870 

5356 

GRAND  isle 

2694 

4284 

1 149 

0 

7550 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2694 

4284 

1 149 

0 

7550 

LAMOILLE 

2820 

4404 

1276 

1641 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2820 

4404 

1276 

164  1 

0 

orange 

2442 

3662 

1151 

8657 

214 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2442 

3662 

1 151 

8657 

214 

ORLEANS 

2308 

3674 

988 

3361 

1278 

2660 

4157 

1374 

5050 

404 

2201 

3539 

864 

2712 

3550 

RUTLAND 

2677 

3979 

1520 

4346 

2193 

2828 

4322 

1575 

4067 

2187 

2589 

3790 

1 486 

5219 

2201 

WASHINGTON 

2690 

4011 

1436 

2831 

1963 

2871 

4367 

1624 

0 

0 

2540 

3749 

1261 

2831 

3016 

WINDHAM 

2848 

4222 

1541 

2938 

1324 

2824 

4 134 

1695 

2223 

1133 

2863 

4271 

1 440 

3682 

1414 

WINDSOR 

2939 

4414 

1502 

4649 

1730 

3155 

4802 

1592 

0 

3525 

2907 

4359 

1 489 

4649 

1397 

TABLE  15- - PURCHASING  POWER  OF  LABOR  FORCE  EARNING  CAPACITY  BY  COUNTY 
VERMONT.  1969  1/ 


STATE  OR  COUNTY 

FACTOR 

STATE  RECORD 

96 

ADDISON 

96 

BENNINGTON 

96 

CALEDONIA 

96 

CHITTENDEN 

96 

ESSEX 

96 

franklin 

96 

GRAND  ISLE 

96 

L AMO  I LLE 

96 

ORANGE 

96 

ORLEANS 

96 

RUTLAND 

96 

WASHINGTON 

96 

WINDHAM 

96 

WINDSOR 

96 

1/  FOR  FACTOR  DERIVATION  SEE  EXPLANATORY  NOTES. 
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